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Current Topics. 


The Termination of the War. 

We print elsewhere an Order in Council, fixing 14th vuly 
as the date of the termination of the war between Great 
Britain and Austria By an Order made on 9th January 
(ante, p. 277), 10th May last was fixed at the date of the ter 
mination of the war with Germany. This is under section | 
(3) of the Termination of the Present War, &c., Act, which 
allows for separate dates being fixed for separate countries 
The Treaty with Austria was signed at St. Germain-en-Laye on 
10th September, and that with Bulgaria at Neui.ly-sur-Seine 
on 27th November, 1919 (see Treaties of Peace (Austria and 
Bulgaria) Act, 1920). When Turkey is brought in, a date can 
be fixed for the general termination of the war under section 1 
(1) of the Act, though in view of the present European situa 
tion it may be as well to await further developments 


The Draft New Poor Persons Rules. 

Notice 1s given in the London Gazette of the 27th inst 
that it is proposed to make the new Poor Persons R.S.C. as 
there printed. These will be in substitution for Ord. 16, 
Pt. IV., sections 22 to 31 (1.) and will come into operation on 
lst January, 1921 A ‘‘ poor person ’’ must be not worth a 
sum exceeding £50 (excluding wearing apparel, tools, and 
the subject of the suit), or up to £100, if a judge directs, as at 
present, and also his usual income must not exceed £2 a week, © 
or up to £4 by special directiop. The exceptions of bank 
ruptcy and, other proceedings are as in the existing Rule 22 
An applicant in a matrimonial cause must deposit £5, and 
if this is insufficient, any further sum required to cover ex 
penses properly incurred. Lists of solicitors and counsel who 
are prepared to inquire and report, or to assist, will be kept as 
at present; and on inquiries the appiicant must, where pos- 
sible, be personally seen. This is new. A rule is introduced 
excluding persons outside the jurisdiction without the directions 
and duties are imposed on solicitors to 
report annually as to cases in progress and a new rule is 
made as to payment of expenses A solicitor may not take 
from the poor person. Any out-of-pocket 
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expenses will be paid by the prescribed officer, but these will 
not include anything for office expenses. In matrimonial 
causes every petition or answer must be drawn by a barrister 
and signed by him. Special days will be set apart for such 
causes 


The Permanent Court of International Justice. 
Arricie 14 of the Covenant of the League of Nations 
provides : — 


‘The Council shall formulate and submit to the members of 
the League for adoption plans for the establishment of a Permanent 
Court of International Justice The Court shall be competent to 
hear and determine any dispute of an international character which 


the parties thereto submit to it The Court may a'so give an 
advisory opinion upon any dispute or question referred to it by the 
Council or the Assembly.” 


The desirability of such a Court and the difficulty of formu- 
lating plans for its establishment have alike been recognized, 
but a first, and no doubt effective, step was taken in the ap- 
pointment of the Commission of Jurists, which included Mr. 
Exviuv Roor and Lord Puitiimore, to prepare a scheme. © In 
his address at the opening session of the Commission, M. Leon 
Bourcrors emphasised that the permanent Court was not to 
be a Court of Arbitration, but a Court of Justice, and to the 
project of setting up a Court of Justice he said there were 
no real opponents, though there were certain eminent jurists 
who would prefer to reserve, until some fresh arrangement, 
the organization of the League of Nations itself. The League, 
has been organized, though its full realization is still 

postponed till the other great States of the world 
who are now outside become members—and the Permanent 
Court of Justice will soon, it may be anticipated, be in exist- 
ence. For five weeks the Commission has been at work, and 
it has produced a draft statute for the constitution of the 
Court which will be submitted to the Council of the League, 
and later to the Assembly which has been summoned by Presi- 
dent Wii.son to meet at Geneva on 15th November. — 


howevel 
postponed 


The Constitution of the Court. 


Tue prart statute proposes that the Court shall consist of 
fifteen members—eleven full or titular members and four sub 
stitutes—with a possible increase to twenty-one (fifteen titular 
and six substitutes). As to the selection of the judges, the 
difficulty has been to reconcile the claims of the Great Powers, 
who each claimed the appointment of a judge, and the smaller 
Powers, who, to the argument that the Great. Powers supplied 
the ultimate sanction for the decisions of the Court, replied 
that al! States are equal. In this dilemma use has been made 
of the Hague Court of Arbitration, and the representatives 
on that Court of the members of the League, original and 
subsequently adhering, will draw up a list of persons eligible, 
not more than two for each Power or group of Powers. In 
this task they will obtain assistance from the High Courts of 
Justice, Faculties and Schools of Law, and other accredited 
legal bodies. The list of from 50 to 100 names thus prepared 
will be submitted to the Council and the Assembly of the 
League, which will proceed independently to the electién, first 
of the titular, and then of the substitute judges. Since, on 
the Council, the Great Powers are preponderant, while the 
‘Assembly secures greater equality, and since an absolute 
majority of votes in both Council and Assembly is to be neces- 
sary ior election, it is hoped that the tendencies of the two 
bodies will correct each other, and that appointments satis- 
factory to great and small Powers alike will result. 'f the 
three ballots allowed are indecisive, the matter is to be refe.. 4 
to a Joint Committee of the Council and the Aesembly—three 
members from each—and, failing decision by this Committee, 
the judges albeady elected will fill the vacancies. Provision is 
algo made for securing that each of the actual parties to the 
dispute shall have a judge named by itself on the Bench—a 
concession which seems to prejudice the impartiality of the 
Court. With regard to jurisdiction, questions of any nature 
can be submitted to the Court by agreement, but an obligation 


League only, as regards: 
(1) Interpretations of treaties. 
(2) Questions of international law. 
(3) Questions of fact which, if the fact were proved, would con 
stitute a violation of international law. 
(4) Questions of redress or of reparation due for a violation of 
international law. 


The Sanctions of International Law. 

We Hap the pleasure recently of calling attention to an 
article in the Edinburgh Review on ‘‘ The Future of Inter- 
national Law,’’ by Mr. Ronatp F. Roxsurcn (afte, pp. 510, 
528). We have received a copy of a paper by Mr. Roxsurcu 
on ‘‘ The Sanctions of International Law,’’ reprinted from the 
American Journal of International Law (January and April, 
1920), to which the draft Statute for the Permanent Court of 
International Justice gives special interest. M. Leow 
BourcGeots closed his opening address to" the Commission of 
Jurists, to which we have referred above (passages from it 
were printed in the Times of 18th June), with some remarks 
on ‘‘ the decisive problem of sanctions.’’ ‘‘ What,’’ he said, 
‘ would be the efficacy, what would be the reality of a sentence 
of the Court of Justice if it did not find in a strong organiza- 
tion of international institutions—what one calls, to use a 
technical term, the executor of these decisions?’’ And while 
he deprecated recourse to force, yet this might be necessary 
as a last resource—the opposing of the force of right to the 
force of violence. And to the same effect is Mr. Roxsurcnu’s 
paper, though he makes the equally sound point that Inter- 
national Law cannot look to this method of enforcement unless 
it is founded on general consent. General consent is the 
foundation of all law, though for its maintenance against 
wrongdoers force must be available. ‘‘ In truth,’’ says Mr. 
Roxsureu, ‘‘ there is no alternative to consent as the basis of 
the law of nations, and there is and can be no substitute for 
external powér as the ultimate means of enforcing it.’’ Of 
course, military intervention is not the only form which the 
enforcement of International Law can take. Moral disappro- 
bation may do something, though, as Mr. Roxsurcu with tog 
much truth points out, moral disapprobation is of little use 
where a law-breaker achieves instant success; and there may 
be commercial and financial pressure. These are contemplated 
in Article 16 of the Covenant, which threatens the severance 
of all trade or financial relations with a member of the League 
resorting to war in breach of its obligations as specified in 
that Article. Mr. Roxsurcu appears to think that Article 16 
really introduces no new sanction. This may be so, but it 
seems to give a new definiteness to forms of sanction already 
existing. But doubtless he is right.in saying that, as in the 
past, so in the future, these sanctions will be employed if, and 
only if, the general body of the community so desires. In 
these and the above remarks we have by no means 
exhausted current important questions relating to the 
Covenant. ‘There was, for instance, the illuminating debate 
in the House of Lords on the 22nd inst..on Lord Parmoor's 
motion calling for information as to the extent to which the 
provisions of the Covenant have become operative; in par- 
ticular, why usé was not made of Article 11 to prevent the 
attack of Poland on Russia; but perhaps it is as well that 
space fails us when we approach a subject which may be 
controversial. 


The Prerogative of Mercy. 

We wotice that the Westminster Gazette, in a recent 
leaderette (27th inst.), puts forward a point of view for which 
we have contended in this journal. It frequently happens 
that a convicted murderer has some ground for an appeal, 
either to higher legal authority or to the Home Secretary. 
In the former case, he must ask that his conviction be quashed 
or reduced to manslaughter on some technical ground of law, 
such as an error in the rule of law applied to his case by the 
Court, or a misdirection on the law or the facts by the trial 
judge, or the weakness of the evidence against him. But the 


Court cannot quash a conviction merely because it feels there 





is some doubt of the prisoner’s guilt,. That is a question for 


;to submit questions will be obligatory on members of the 
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the jury, not for the judge or the Court which takes the trial 
judge’s place on an appeal. 
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If there is no technical flaw in 
respect of which a conviction can be quashed or reduced, the 
Court must uphold it. On the other hand, the Home Secre 
tary exercises the prerogative of mercy, and is not bound by 
narrow legal rules. If a conviction is not equitable and in 
harmony with the reasonable view of humanely disposed men, 
it is his duty to advise a respite of the sentence. But, unfor- 
tunately, the prisoner is frequently between two stools. | The 
Court of Criminal Appeal! is apt to say that his case is one 
for the Home Secretary, not for them. The Home Office is 
apt to say that they do not see their way to advise an inter- 
ference with the decision of a’court of law fully cognisant of 
all the facts. Each plays the part of Copiin and leaves to 
the other that of SHorr. Between the two a prisoner may be 
hanged where decent public opinion considers it an act of bar 
barity to hang. This is especially the case where questions of 
insanity enter in, a matter in which our criminal jurispru 
dence is notoriously out of keeping with the best opinions of 
modern practitioners in the world of psychological medicine 
The real remedy seems to be that the prerogative of mercy 
should be exercised absolutely independently of the decision 
given by the Court of Criminal Appeal, and entirely on the 
merits of the case. To this no exception should be made 
When a jury recommends the prisoner to mercy, or the trial 
judge does so, or the Court of Criminal Appeal does so, then 
the Home Secretary should act in accordance with any one of 
these recommendations as a matter of course. In 
of a jury’s recommendation, we believe, this is by no means 
always the case. 


the case 


Crime as the Result of Dreams. 


A NEW TURN has been added to the administration of our 
criminal law by mere ordinary local] justices. In two recent 
cases, notably one at Willesden, the bench has adjourned the 
case in order that the accused should be examined by a mental 
spécialist to ascertain whether or not the thieving instincts of 
the accused were the result of criminal malice or of klepto- 
mania, a kind of irresistible impulse to steal. In one of these 
cases the accused was a woman of mature years; in the 
Willesden case, on the contrary, she was a child of ten. The 
latter case was very interesting. The theory of the expert 
examining her has been published in the daily Press. He 
holds that the child is quite a normal child, but possessed of 
a neurotic “‘ complex ’’ (or subconscious personality), which 
when it comes uppermost impels her to steal. He appears to 
have detected this ‘‘ complex ’’ by the method of ‘ psycho 
analysis ’’ now practised by “‘ psychiatrists,’’ a form of inves 
tigation invented twenty years ago by the distinguished 
Austrian psychologist and authority on the interpretation of 
dreams, Sicmunp Frevp. In other words, the existence of 
the complex was detected by means of obtaining’ from the 
child a daily record of its dreams the night before, and 
analysing those dreams so as to select the significant element 
In this case a visit to the kinematograph seems ian resulted 
in a shock to the child’s neurotic system, analogous to shell- 
shock, and hence arose a morbid dream—the dream of a crime 
represented on the film. The dream then repeats itself until 
it becomes automatic. If it attacks the child while awake, 
there is an irresistible impulse to steal. The expert, we may 
add, hopes to cure the child in the way practised by psychia- 
trists, namely, by substituting for the anti-social tendency to 
steal some harmless tendency which satisfies the instinct with 
out injuring society. How far this treatment and cure of 
crime by the substitution of a higher tendency on similar lines 
for the lower anti-social tendency—the “ sublimation ’’ of an 
instinct, as the psychiatrists call it—is really possible we do 
not venture to guess. But certainly the investigation of the 
subjective element in crime, whether committed by children 
or women or men, is useful, and in time may have fruitful 
results. The conviction and severe punishment of soldiers who 
have suffered from shell-shock, and therefore are in a state of 
neurasthenia which renders them unable to resist the sugges- 
‘tion of a robbery, rape, or murder, is one of the gravest blots 





on our recent administration of the criminal law. Most of the 
ex-soldiers who have recently been flogged or hanged for cniines 
of violence are men who were decent citizens before the war, 


who went out to render their country patriotic service at the 
cost of great suffering to themselves, who suffered from shell- 
shock, and who consequently were in a neurotic state w hich 


compelled them to commit acts w hich in their norma! momente 


they would reprobate The vindictive severity which some 
of our judges and certain representatives of pubic opmmuon 
have shewn towards these unfortunate victims ol ‘| pubhe 


yratitude 
fears of the 
follows on the 


service is a painful commentary on the lack « 


towards our soldiers, when the selfish interests and 


community are aroused, which usually close of 


any great wal 

Provocation in Murder Cases. 

lecision of 

the Court of Criminal Appeal which can only be leseribed as 

namely, R. v. James Ellor (Times, 27th 
law in En 


WE REGRET to have to chronicle another leading 


reactionary 1 spirit, 


inst.) It has long been settled giand that where 
homicide is committed under such extreme provocation as to 
deprive a normal man of his self-control, so that he, in a 
sudden passion, slays the provocative person, then the offence 
is not murder, but manslaughter, 7.¢., is n punishable 


capitally, but with the sufficiently severe sentence of penal 


servitude for life tut some doubt has existed a what is 
provocation. The older view limited it t ition by 
assault But in #. v. Rothwell (12 Cox C. ¢ 15) the Court 
went further, and held that the sight of a spouse committing 
adultery was such provocation as reduced homicide by the 
innocent husband or wife to manslaughter. There has been a 


recent tendency to get rid of this doctrine, partly based on the 
drag in the 
mischievous and immoral theory of revenge, popularly called 
the ‘‘ Unwritten Law.’’ But in R&R. v. Ello the 
Court seems to us to have gone much too far in the contrary 
soldier, suffering from heart 
was abandoned by his wife. His step-son told him she 
an inaccurate statement, but 
He then called on her, begged 
was told that and 

enjoy her on his 
at any rate, to restore his children to him; 
Ina 
that 
he brought no weapon with him. 
interview, although relying chiefly on his 
own evidence, was not shaken or seriously disputed In these 
circumstances it is difficult not to feel that the provocation was 
such as to overcome thé will of any ordinary man But the 
trial judge, and now the Court of Criminal Appeal, held that 
such provocation—by words alone—in the absence of actual 
adultery discovered. on the spot by the wronged husband or 
One 


yractice of some counsel to rely on it in order t 
| 
(supra) 


direction. Here an invalided 
disease : 
was living with another man 
one believed by the prisoner. 
her. t ; 


that she meant to 


» return, but she would never do 0, 


herself.’’ He begged 
knees to return, or, 
she refused, and told him to put his head under a train 
sudden passion he then killed her. There was no doubt 
his act was unpremeditated 


His account of the 


wife, is not sufficient to reduce the crime to manslaughter. 
argument, apparently used by the prosecution, the trial judge, 
and the Court of Criminal Appeal, namely, that any such 
extension of the doctrine of provocation means holding that a 
husband (or wife) is entitled to kill an unfaithful spouse, is a 
contention that we fail to follow. Manslaughter is a crime 
punishable with penal servitude for life—surely a penalty suf- 
ficient to deter any ordinary man from killing an unfaithful 
wife out of mere revenge. ; 


The Disputes of Rival Trade Unions. 

In oUR recent series of articles on ‘‘ Recent Developments of 
Trade Union Law ’’ we pointed out that this branch of the 
law—like the surface of the earth in a-volcanic region—is 
still in a very unsettled state. Every now and then seismic 
activity, to continue in the vein of our simile, awakes in the 
disturbed region, with the result that eruptions of new legal 
doctrine, or, at any rate, earthquakes, which overturn and 
readjust settled doctrine, occur on a gigantic scale. The oft- 
quoted Quinn v. Leathem (1901, A. C. 495) marked one of 
those eruptions now some twenty years ago. Activity in the 


courts only ended with the Trade Disputes Act of 1906, which 
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most people imagined had stopped this form of litigation for 
ever, since it placed trade unions in an impregnable position. 
And, indeed, for long afterwards employers refrained from 
embarking on this stormy sea. But a most unexpected develop- 
ment suddenly occurred. There arose a new series of disputes, 
those between Craft Trade Unions and Industrial Trade 
Unions In their bitter internecine warfare they eagerly 
sought judicial protection against each other, and hit upon the 
ingenious point that such of one another’s actions as they dis 
approved of were not bond fide trade disputes, but had some 
other end The courts became busy again with trade union 
cases, until, in 1909, the House of Lords gave such a wide 
definition of trade disputes in Conway v. Wade (1909, A. C 
506) as practically to bar, bang and bolt the door against these 
actions. For a time peace reigned once more—at least, in the 
forensic sphere—but the war created new problems. Shop 
stewards arose, who were representative of the workers in a 
union, vet defied its authority and even the authority of its 


local branche Once more His Majesty’s Judges were called 
in to arbitrate in Court between the incensed charges of dis- 
puting workmen. And so there arose the recent series of revo- 
lutionary cases we have been describing in our late articles, 


namely, Valentine v. Hyde (1919, 2 Ch 1920) and White v 
Riley and Wood (Times, 30th April), two decisions of Mr. 
Justice Astsury, and other‘decisions of Mr. Justice MCCARDIF 
and Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence, which are not immediately 
relevant to the appeal on which we are commenting. The 


result, as our readers will recollect, was that the law of ‘‘ In 
timidation was so extended as to include a mere combination 
to force a person to do any act he did not wish to do by means 
of the moral pressure of number This doctrine, as we ex 
plained in our articles, can be reconciled with A//en v 
Flood (1898, A. C. 99) and with Gihlan Vational Amalgqa 
mated Labourers’ Union (1903, 2 K. B. 690), but only with 
difficulty. Mr. Justice Astaury, in White v. Riley and Wood 
supra), pushed this new doctrine to extremes, and seemed to 


consider that any concerted refusal of men to work with a 


fellow-workman, even when it involved no breach of contract, 


due notice of the intention to stop work being given, amounted 
to ‘‘ malicious conspiracy.’’ This view on the facts the Court 
ot Appeal has now overruled White Riley and Weod 


T'tmes, 27th inst.) 
Crime and Limitation Statutes. 

In Encuisu law persons liable to civil actions are protected 
by the statutes of limitation after a certain lapse of time 


Thus, an ordinary tradesman’s debt cannot usually be 
recovered after a lapse Of SIX years from the time of the debt 
being incurred But the law of England has not in general 
extended this principle to proceedings for criminal acts An 


convicted and punished in respect 
ommitted when he was a youth of 


octogenarian can usually 
of a punishable offence 
eighteen There are some offences in respect of which pro 
ceedings must be taken within a prescribed time, such as 
treason, blasphemous libel, night poaching, Customs offences, 
&c. (a list is given in Licurwoop's Time Limit on Actions. 
p. 403 et sq7.), but these do not include murder or other serious 


crimes, This featvre of our criminal law is forcibly 


brought home to one by an count in the Times 
(10th inst.) of a Frenchwoman who escaped conviction 
for murder only on the ground that the murder 
had been committed § fifteen vears previously The 


ou de tout autre crime emportant peine afflictive ou infamante, 
se pre scriront apres dix anneces re volues a compter du jour ou 
le crime aura été commis,’’ provided no proceedings have been 
taken in the interval, &c. Two expressions in the above 
quotation require, perhaps, some explanation. ** Peine 
afflictive ’’ is personal punishment as distinguished from mere 
punishment by fine, &c.; an English paraphrase would be 
‘imprisonment.’’ ‘‘ Se prescriront,’’ in connection with 
‘‘ |’action publique,’’ &c., would be best translated “‘ are 
abrogated ’’—the right of taking criminal and of taking 
certain civil proceedings are both abrogated after a lapse of 
ten years, &c. 





The Real Property Bill. 


Tue course taken with regard to Part I. of the Real Pro- 
perty Bill in the House of Lords on Monday was in accordance 
with the suggestion we made last week. We pointed out that 
there had been no proper inquiry yet into the merits of the 
scheme embodied in this Part—‘‘ Assimilation and Amend- 
ment of the Law of Real and Personal Estate ’’—and that the 
best thing to do would be to hold it over pending such inquiry 
This, in, fact, is what has been done, though all the inquiry pro 
mised at present is adiscussion between the Lord Chancellor and 
Lord Cave, who moved the deletion of this Part, with a view 
to seeing what amount of agreement can be attained. Lord 
BIRKENHEAD only consented to the motion on the understand- 
ing that this discussion should take place, saying, ‘‘ I hope we 
shall be able to reach a degree of common view which will 
enable the proposals in the Bill to become law.’’ Lord 
HaLpANE, Lord Buckmaster, and Lord Mutr MAcKENzIE 
vere not a little restive at the sacrifice of what they considered 
a material part of the Bill after they had, as members of the 
Joint Select Committee, spent so much time over it. ‘“‘ As 
for omitting Part I.,’’ said Lord Haupane, “ or. largely 
modifying it, all I can say is that the “Bill will be worthless 
if that is done.’’ But the fault really lies with the Committee 
for not including in their Report any statement of the reasons 
which can be urged in favour of the novel scheme which 
Part I. incorporates. Lord Cave ended the short discussion 
by saying that he would be only too glad to do what he could 
to co-operate with the noble Lords just mentioned and the 
Lord Chancellor in endeavouring to agree upon some form of 
Part I. which will be acceptable to the profession as a whole 
As to what will happen to the rest of the Bill now that 
Part I. is held over it would be premature to make any sug- 
gestion. It passed through Committee of the House of Lords 
on Monday, the only points discussed being as follows :—On 
Clause 76, which abolishes the enrolment of disentailing 
deeds, Lord Matmesavury tried unsuccessfully to restore the 
requirement of registration of such deeds, which was contained 
in the original Bill. Lord Cave also unsuccessfully tried to 
delete clause 101, which gives to the public rights over commons, 
and will preserve these rights noétwithstanding the abolition of 
copyhold tenure. Lord Buckmaster obtained the insertion, 
after Clause 146, of a new clause saving from revocation by 
marriage a will expressed to be made in contemplation of that 
marriage ; a very proper proyision, though the Bill is not sup- 
posed to be one for the amendment of the Wills Act. And, 
lastly, there was a discussion of the proposals in clause 177 





woman had quarrelled with her husband, stabbed him in a 
fit of rage, and hidden the body in a travelling trunk. This 
trunk she represented to a friend as contaiming valuables 
which she wished to hide, and with the friend’s assistance the 
trunk was placed inside a wall and the wall built up again 
A story was circulated that the husband had gone to America. 
Fifteen years afterwards the trunk was discovered with the 
skeleton inside it. But the criminal was protected by Article 
637 of the French Criminal Code, the effect of which is that 
after ten years neither criminal nor civil proceedings can 
be brought in respect of a crime. The main provision of the 
French code is worth quoting, and is as follows: ‘‘ L’action 


with respect to the exxtension of compulsory registration. 
Leaving this for the moment, it may be useful to see what is 
the real effect of omitting Part I., and in this connection we 
may correct a mistake we made last week. We referred to 
the scheme for taking settlement off abstracts as being con- 
tained in Part IT., ‘‘ Amendments of the Settled Land Acts.”’ 
It has been pointed out to us that this is not so. The founda- 
tion of the scheme is in clause 16, which is in Part T., and it 
is worked out in Schedule V. So this goes. Similarly the 
new provisions for creating and realizing mortgages are in 
clause 13 and Schedule II., and these go; but the provisions 
for simplifying transfer and reconveyance are in Part III.— 





publique et lV'action civile résultant d'un crime de nature a 
entrainer la peine de mort ou des peines afflictives perpetuelles, 


“‘ Amendments of the Conveyancing Acts ’’—and stand. The 
very useful provisions of clause 14 and Schedule ITI. as to 
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undivided shares in land, which are intended to get rid of the 
inordinate expense and difficulty of proceedings under the 
Partition Acts, go. In fact, Part I. has suffered from having 
much that is clearly useful included with the earlier provisions 
for rearranging the legal estates which may exist in land, and 
emphasizing the distinction between these legal estates, which 
are all that a purchaser would be concerned with, and the 
equitable interests which would exist ‘‘ behind the veil.’’ The 
effect of holding over Part I., however, will be to concentrate 
attention on these provisions, and if there is an alternative 
method of simplifying the law, there will now be an oppor 
tunity for it to be produced 

There remains the question of the procedure for extending 
the area of compulsory registration. Under the Land Trans 
fer Act, 1897, as is well known, the initiative lies with the 
county council of the county to which it is desired to extend 
the system. This was part of the arrangement made when 
that Act was under discussion. It is now proposed by clause 








177 (4) to repeal this arrangement, and to place the initiative | 


with the Government, giving the county council and any law 
society whose district is proposed to be affected the right t« 
require a public inquiry. 
County Councils Association, moved the omission of the sub 
lause, and this produced from the Lord Chancellor a state 
ment, quite in the style of advocates of registration of Vic- 
torian times, of the benefits which registration of title involves 
Into that we need not follow him Every conveyancer know 
that it has some advantages 
Lord Chancellor, for he is taught by daily experience, that. it 


he also knows better than the 


has its disadvantages. So with private conveyancing. The 
The understand 
ng hitherto has been that the existing system of registratio1 


juestion is to balance one against. the other 
of title was too imperfect for compulsory extension, and that 
this step should not be taken till it had been amended, and 
the amended system proved by experience. Meanwhile th« 
system of private’ conveyancing was also to be amended, so a 
t6 give each amended system fair trial! It follows that the 
holding over of Part I. of the Bill should be accompanied b 
attempt to extend remstratiol 


the postponement of any 


Lord GaLway’s motion, however, was defeated, and the 


transfer of the initiative in compulsory registration from the | t 


ounty councils to the Gbvernment at present stands. This 
1 further reason for agreement being arrived at as to the forn 


which Part I. of the Bi hould take 





The Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 
1.—THE STATUTORY TENANCY CREATED BY 
THE ACT 
Tue recent Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restri: 
tions) Act, 1920, which was enacted on 2nd July of this yea 
and remains in force until 24th June, 1923 (section 19 (2)) 
except as regards business premises, in the case of which its 
provisions expire on 24th June, 1921 (section 13. (3)), is the 
sixth enactment relating to the same subject-matter which 
has come into being since the commencement of the war. The 
five earlier statutes, or portions of statutes, are the 

following :— 
(a) The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Was 
Restrictions) Act, 1915 


(b) The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917, 
ss. 4, 5 and 7. 
(c) The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 


(Amendment) Act, 1918. 


strictions) Act, 1919. “ 
(e) The Increase of Rent ard 
(Amendment) Act, 1919. 


Mortgage Interest 


Lord Gatway,. on behalf of the 


| down 
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actments are named in a schedule to the repealing Act. 
But the effect of the Interpretation Act, 1889, 4. 
38, and some additional provisions in section 19 (3) 
of the statute, upon which we will comment 
in a later article, is to keep in forca the protection 
enjoyed by houses under those statutes untyl they are entitled 
to new protection under the present Act, ,s well as to keep 
alive or render valid payments, orders of the Court, and the 
like, which were properly made in accordance with the repealed 
Acts during the period of their operation. Subject to this 
the new Act sweeps away the pre-existing emer- 


present 


juaiine ation, 


gency legislation affecting its subject-matter, and contains in 
| itself omplete code of the legal rules governing this novel 
We will, therefore, assume that 
amiliar with the provisions of 


n the pro- 


form of statutory tenancy 


ir readers are reasonably 





| the earlier enactments ma omment, 


isions of the present statute 

We have spoken of the statutory tenancy reated by 
the Act The view that these statutes do, in fact, create 
ia ew statutory tenancy was clear] ex presseu by the 
iD nal Court Hunt v. B 36 T. L. R. 74), and has 
ne to | epted law by all practitioners who have much 
xperie ‘ A t But no relerence to a new tatutory 
I is ind in the « ier Act " eve in the 
esent Act the nly reference is the rubri ection 15, 
Lol t I t statutors iv nancy Hi Ww. then did it 

it that one Vas implied The tatutes ippear 
i t! existing tenal es, where the premises are 

1a ertain tv und value, the landlord is to be prevented 

‘ f nt or doin ertain other things except in 

horized by the statute But this wa f talking is 
sé So | r as a tenancy exists the land | has no 

ver to raise rent or tur t the tenant; and the statutes 

t nm lat 1 ! viditional powers What they 

ti t< 4 i powers as indlords by 

xX es According! the statutes, in iding the 

1 Act now in force never come into opera 

I tion at a ng as a contractual tenancy continues to exist 
Ch is t e la | etermined before the Aet 
becins to operate In the case of a mere tenance , such 
nal ipart from the Act in bé determined at the 
the landlord. but has to be determined al! the same 

Ter ies, weel . quarterly, yearlv, have to be determined 
by pel tice on the rt of either landlord or tenant An 
ret ent to ng } On I ear nnot he ete ined 

‘ oe nterest ! é ired Db ? Teiture rrender 

f It ly when a tenan ha efinitely 

me one these wa that the ne relationship 

hetween landlord and tenant comes into existence Such new 
ela I there . 1 new contract, and one the pro 

l I whicl lar a e relevant to the subject matter o 

t he tatute re not wit} il the ne wel | the parties T vary 
The é rmulated | law Such tenancy can only be 
illed a tatutory tenancy.’’ for it is a new tenancy definitely 

| created by the st tute, and governed in its essential provisions 
by the conditions laid down by the statute; and the rubric of 


expressl peak 


section 15 has now regularized the position by 


ing of the tenancy as tatutory tenancy 
Now, what are the words of the present Act which provide 
} One might expect 


them to be in the verv first section But they are not On 


| for the creation of this statutory tenancy 


the contrary, the first (a very long) section is concerned chiefly 
| with the quantum of rent chargeable under the new statutory 
| conditions. This is rather illogical 


' . a . 
. . | expect the contractual relationship to be first. established by 
(d) The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Re- | , 


One would naturally 


a provision of the Act, and then its results in law to be laid 
The actual arrangement certainly puts the cart before 
the horse. But the reason is historical. When the first Act, 
that of 1915, was passed, neither the draftsman nor anyone 


As regards these five enactments, that of 1918 was repealed | else saw that he was creating a statutory tenancy. It was 


by the earlier of the two statutes of 1919. The other four, 


not until tenants took to giving notices to quit and then staying 


under which term we include the three relevant sections, cited | on, that the true nature of the relationship created by the Act 


above, of the Courts (Emergency) Powers Act, 1917, are, was clearly perceived: see Artizant, &c., 


repealed by the present Act. 


In each case the repealed en- 





Dwellings Co. ¥. 
Whitaker (1919, 2 K. B. 301) 


Hunt v. Bliss (supra); 
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Flanagan v. Shaw (1919, 36 T. L. R. 34) ; Crook v. Whitbread 
(1919, 121 L. T. 278). And in the latest statute it has been 


thought best, in the interests of continuity and uniformity, 
to preserve, so far as feasible, the arrangement and wording 
of the earlier Acts 


We must pass over sections 1 and 2. then, which deal 


respectively with the statutory restrictions on increase of rent 
and mortgage interest, and the permitted increases of rent, and 
go on to section 3 in order to find the creation of a statutory 
tenancy under the Act. Even then the tenancy is not created 
in so many words. Not atall. Here is the actual phraseology 


of section 3 (1), the all important ‘sub-section for our present 


purpose 
Nothi this A shal! be taken to authorize any increase of 
rent except in respect f a period during which. but for thia Act, 
the landlord would be entitled to obtain possession. or anv increase | 
1 the rat f j est on a mortgage except in respect of a period 


security could be enforced.’’ 


The effect. of the v yrds we have italicised is quite clear They 
can only mean one thine The tenancy must be lawfully at 


an end before the andlord is entitled to obtain possession 


whether that termination is the result of forfeiture, surrender | 


or notice to quitoneither side. The legal right of redemption, 


in the case of a mortgage, must have been lost, so 
that the mortgagee can sue for foreclosure, before the new 
increase can take place Of course, in practice, both tenant 


and mortgagor may waive their right to notice or demand for 
repayment, as the case may be, and elect to come within the 
statutory protection without compelling the landlord or mort 
gagee to take formal steps for determining the tenancy. But 


whether by such formal] steps, or by waiver, or by mutual 


assent amounting to a novation, the old tenancy must expire | 


in the eves of the law before the new one comes into existence. 
And the same principle applies to a mortgage, although here 
everything is much less definite; and it is not easy to say just 
how far and in what circumstances the old mortgage must 


have been ended before the statutory mortgage comes ints 
being 

The problem, however, still remains a large one: in how 
many ways can the old tenancy terminate and the new one 
come into existence Here the language of the statute and 
some earlier decisions create complications. The famous 
decision of Flanagan v. Shaw (supra), for example, held that 
when a tenant protected by the Act gives notice to quit and 
then withdraws his notice and ‘‘ holds over,’’ although he 
gets the benefit of statutory protection, he is nevertheless a 
trespasser, and liable to ‘‘ double rent ’’ as a penalty for “‘ hold- 
ing ove! under the statute of 1737 (11 Geo. 2, c. 19). 
This is a decision of the Court of Appeal; but we venture, 
with all due respect, to doubt its correctness In our view, 
the moment the contractual tenancy was terminated by the 
tenant's notice to quit, a new statutory tenancy came into 
existence. Therefore, the tenant was not ‘‘ holding over,’’ for 
he was not a trespasser at all. He was a lawful tenant. What 
he had done was simply voluntarily to convert his contractual 
tenancy into a statutory one by giving notice to quit, and 
thereby to save his landlord the trouble of giving a new notice 
in order to make the tenancy statutory. This was the view 
taken by the Divisional Court in Flanagan vy Shaw (supra) 

-but it was overruled by the Court of Appeal—and in Crook \ 
Whitbread (supra), which was not appealed against, and which 
is treated as authoritative. In the former case the landlord 
sued for double value under the statute of 1737; the tenant 
held over after giving notice to quit. In Crook v. Whitbread, 
on the other hand, the landlord sued under the converse 
statute of 1730, when the tenant held over after the landlord 
had given notice to quit. We are inclined to believe that in 
both cases the House of Lords would uphold the view of the 
Divisional Court rather than that of the Court of Appeal, 
even under the earlier Acts. But under the new Act of 1920, 
we think, the tenant’s position is even clearer, and the view of 
Flanagan vy. Shaw (supra), is much less consistent with the 


more libera) protection accorded by this last statute to the 
tenant. The question, however, is an interesting one, which, 
in some of its aspects, we must review later, when we come 
to discuss the remedies under the statute. 

If, then, there really exists under the Act a-new ‘‘ statutory 
tenancy ’’—something in the nature of a ‘‘ novation by opera- 
tion of law’’—then this contract must be capable of being 
| analysed, just as if it was a voluntary, and not merely a 
statutory contract. Like other contracts, express or implied, 
certain rules can be formulated as regards: — 

(1) The incidents of the statutory tenancy ; 

(2) Its formation ; 

(3) The modes of determining it; 

(4) Its operation ; 

(5) The remedies under the contract. 








| We propose in this series.of articles to adopt this 
method of commentary. We shall treat the “statutory 
tenancy’’ as a ‘“‘ constructive contract,’’ the creature of 
| statute, and endeavour to illustrate from the nineteen sections 
of the statute and the cases decided under the earlier 
Acts, the way in which the general principles of contractual 
law, as categorized above, are applicable to this ‘‘ statutory 
The provisions as to the interest on mortgages 


tenancy.’’ 


fall outside this scheme, and will be treated separately. Some 
| 


miscellaneous matters, such as criminal offences created by the 
statute and the jurisdiction of the various Courts in its enforce- 
ment, will also require treatment outside the above scheme. 
But, with these exceptions, we believe the Act may be con- 
sistently interpreted as constituting a novel form of 
contract, and may be logically analysed in the same way as 
any other contract. 
(To he continued.) 





Reviews. 


Registration of Title. 


REGISTRATION OF TiTLe TO LAND TurovGHovt THe Empire : A TREATISE 
ON THE LAW RELATING TO WARRANTY OF T1TLe TO LAND By ReaGisTRA 
TION AND TRANSACTIONS wiTH Recisterep LAND In AusTRALIA, NEw 
ZPALAND, CANADA, ENGLAND, IReLAND, West Inpies, Mataya, &c. 
A Segue, to “ THe AvusTRaLIAN Torrens System.’’ By James 
Epwarp Hoga, M.A., Oxon, Barrister-at-Law, and of the Austra- 
lian Bar. Toronto: The Carswell Co. (Limited); London : Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 65s. net. 


Mr. Hogg is well known for the extent of his learning on the systems 
of registration of title in this country and in Australia. It is some 
fifteen years since his book on the Torrens system in Australia was pub- 
lished, and shortly afterwards he dealt in “ Ownership and Incumbrance 
of Registered Land ” and “ Precedents for Transactions with Regis 
tered Land,”’ with the English Land Transfer Acts both by way of 
exposition and practically. He has now cast his net wider, and has 
included in one volume a survey of the various systems of registration 
of title existing in the British Empire; other than India and parts— 
such as Scotland, Quebec and South Africa—where the local jurisprad- 
ence is based on the civil law and not on the English common law. 

Perhaps the most remarkable feature of the book—apart from the 
extraordinary research, learning and industry which has brought 
together, classified and compared the various systems down to their 
minutest detai's—is the variety which it reveals between these systems. 
Registration of title may be an excellent thing, but, while it is possible 
to arrange the systems in groups resembling each other in their main 
outlines, the advocates of registration seem to have been quite unable 
to arrive at any uniformity of treatment. ‘‘ There are,’’ says Mr. Hogg, 
‘‘ throughout the British Empire, twenty-eight separate systems of regis- 
tration of title, each based on a separate set of statutes, and covering 
thirty-one territorial divisions, three systems being in force in more 
than one territoria! division.” Thus there are twenty-eight systems and 
thirty-one jurisdictions, and these he divides into five paee—peatly 
geographical and partly political—as follows : United Kingdom group 
(2), England and Ireland ; Australasian group (9), including the various 
Australian Dominions, New Zealand, Tasmania and Fiji; Canadian 
group (7); Crown Colonies group (7), including Jamaica; and Protec 
torate group (3), comprising East Africa, Uganda and Sudan. Possibly 
the Protectorates are too special in their conditions to be of special 
interest here, but advocates of registration in England should be glad 
to have the opportanity Mr. Hogg gives them of seeing how registration 
is effected in the Oversea Dominions. 

As regards nomenclature there is a good deal of variety, and one 





instance of what seems quite a misleading expression. In British 
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Colymbia the registered owner of an “ absolute fee "’ is on'y deemed 
prima facie to be the owner; the warranty given by registration is 
even more limited than that given by ‘ possessory "’ registration in 
England, Ontario and the Leeward Islands. A title that carries full 
warranty is in England and Ontario and also in Jamaica an absolute 
title: in British Columbia and the Leeward Islands it is cailed ‘* in 
defeasible."’ Elsewhere the nature of the title is emphasized by calling 
it *‘ absolute and indefeasible."” In some systems ‘‘ charge '’ includes 
a mortgae; in others it is distinguished from mortgage, or the term 
**incumbrance ” is used to distinguish charges otherwise than by way 
of mortgage; and in British Columbia and elsewhere the person entitled 
to the benefit of the charge is the “‘ incumbrancee 

We have not space to follow Mr. Hogg through the detailed account 


he gives of the various processes and effects of registration; such 
matters, for instance, as initial registration and removal from the 
register ; the conclusiveness of the register; equitable estates and in 
terests; mortgage and other money securities; rectification of the 
register; and State indemnity for loss. These are only some of the 


matters which his exhaustive work includes The curious position 
created in England by the decision in Capital and Counties Bank \ 
Rhodes (1903, 1 Ch 1), that .he legal estate can be dealt with off the 
register, is noticed, and the chapter on statutory mortgages shews how 
under a system of registered ownership and registered charges, it is 
easy to accord to a mortgagee a'l the rights he requires as secured 
creditor without making him the nominal owner of the land As 
regards registered mortgages there appears to be more uniformity in 
the various jurisdictions than in other matters, but the whole of the 
chapter is instructive reading. There is an appendix of statutes, not 
including the English and Irish statutes, but giving those which are 
less accessible. And the numerous references to cases justify the state 
ment at p. 11 that the amount of case law developed by litigation is 
considerable, largely due, Mr. Hogg points out, to the imperfect draft 
ing of the statutes. Altogether the work is a very complete and able 
presentment of the practice of registration as it has been developed in 
this country. and the Oversea Dominions 





Correspondence. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act, 1920. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,_The question raised in your correspondence columns and 
in your Editorial Notes may be put in this way. 

The Act is a disabling, not. an enabling statute. Apart from 
the Act a mortgagor can only be compelled to pay an increased 
rate of interest under an agreement for good consideration, which 
in effect means that the mortgagee will not take steps for a certain 
time to exercise some or other of his rights. Ignoring, for argu- 
ment, the effect of the above Act and the Emergency Courts Acts, 
one may say that in ninety-nine cases out of 100 a mortgagee 1s 
not prepared to sue on the covenant, commence foreclosure pro- 
ceedings, or take the responsibility of entering into possession 
where the mortgagor has duly paid the interest and performed his 
covenants. He 1s only prepared to give notice calling in the 
principal He must, therefore, either give notice and su bse 
quently withdraw it, or intimate that he is going to give notice, 
and then undertake not to give it for a certain time as considera- 
tion in either case for the mortgagor’s promise to pay an increased 
Interest. 

Practically it comes to this: the mortgagee gives notice, and 
at or near the expiration of the notice he says, “‘ I will withdraw 
it if you (the mortgagor) will pay an increased interest ’’; he may 
also say, ‘‘ 1 want that increased interest to run from the date of 
the notice.”’ The Act forbids even the giving of notice whilst the 
interest allowed by it (i.e., the increased interest) is paid. It 
would seem to follow that as to mortgages on houses, which are 
within the new Act, but were not within the previous ones, notice 
can be given now, and the mortgagor required to pay the increase 
from the date of service of the notice as a consideration of the 
mortgagee not taking steps to exercise his rights at the end of 
the three months. With regard, however, to houses that were 
within the previous Acts, the mortgagee would not ‘‘ but for this 
present Act "’ be in a position to eriforce his security, by reason 
of the disabling provisions of earlier Acts, which would be in 
force but for the present Act. This is a point with which I should 
like you to deal. 

May I, whilst writing, put a few conundrums which a con- 
veyancing solicitor with an ordinary practical knowledge of the 
subject matter would probably have supplied answers to in the 
Act, if he had been allowed to revise the Bill in its fimal stayes: 

1. A coachman having a house let to him in consequence of his 
being in the landlord’s employment, receives notice to terminate 
his employment and his tenancy. He immediately sub-lets the 





hose to his son or son-in-law, perfectly bond fide as far as the 
latter is concerned, but with the intent to prevent the landlord 
getting possession Will the ruse be successful (See Section 5 (1) 
(1.) and (5) and Section 15 (3) 

2. To ascertain the net rent of a small house, the rates of which 
are ‘‘ compounded "’ for under the Poor Rate Assessment and Col 
lection Act, 1869, must one deduct. from the standard rent the 
amount of the rates which the occupier would have had to pay had 
he been directly assessed, or the actual amount paid by the land 
lord? The poor rates, ‘‘ which but for the provisions of any Aet 
would be charveable on th: occupier *’ (I am quoting from Sec- 
tion 12 (1) (¢) ) may ba anything between 15 and 30 per cent. less 
than the landlord actually pays. The landlord has a deduction 
of 15 per cent. because the vestry has said the owner shall be 
assessed and not the occupier, and he gets a further allowance 
|} which may be as much as 15 per cent., by undertaking to be 
| responsible for rates, whether the house is occupied or not, 

3. A building of which the lower part is used as a shop and 
the upper part as a dwelling-house, is let as a whole at a rent 
within the Act. The rateable value of the shop if let separately 
would, we will suppose, be over half that of the whole building. 
Can the landlord ask for an apportionment of the rent as between 
the dwelling-house and shop, and chaim that the latter is business 
premises, to which Section 13 (1) applies 

4. Can an apportionment of the rent, such as is contemplated in 
Section 12 (3), be made by agreement ? 

5. A house is let at a rent less than two-thirds of the rateable 
value, but the house by reason of its rateable value is within the 
Act, and therefore it is a dwelling-house to which the Act ap slies 
within the literal meaning of Section 5 (1) Has the landlord 
the right to an ejectment order on the termination of the tenancy 
I may say that under a similar clause of the Act of 1915 (Sec 
tion 2 (6) ) the Deputy Judge of a certain local court of record, 
in an action of ejectment, held that he had the same discretion 
as if the rent had been over two-thirds of the rateable value. 
because the section as to ejectment in the second Act of 1919 
spoke (as does the corresponding section of the present Act) of 
houses within the Act, and not of tenancies within it 

6. A house built since the 2nd of April, 1919, is larger than 
anything built, or contemplated, or likely to be contemplated, by 
the Local Authority under their housing scheme. On what basis 
should it be assessed, having regard to Section 12 (9) (b)? 

Ernest I. Warson. 








Norwich, 24th July 


We hope that answers to Dr. Watson's conundrums will be forth 
coming. No. 2 has been answered by the Court of Appeal in 


Nicholson vy. Jackson (Times, 28th inst.), if Section 12 (i.) (c) is to 











be construed in the same manner as Section 2 (1) (b), 
not seem at all clear 
next week Ep. S..J.] 


but this does 
We hope to deal with mortgage interest 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—I think there cannot really be any doubt that the view 
you take is right It is supported by the provision in See 7 that 
a mortgagee is not to call in his mortgage so lony as interest is 
paid ’ SADDLER 


24th July 


CASES OF THE 
Court of Appeal. 


HARDY wv. CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY CO. No. 2. 
Sth, 6th and 26th July. 

N EGLIGENCE—STATION MOvING 
PLAYING ON STAIRCASE—INEFFECTUAI 
AWAY—ALLEGED ACQUIESCENCE IN 
Wuerner Company Liasie 





WEEK. 


H ABITUALLY 
Attempts tO Keer CHILDREN 
Trespass Cup InacRep 


STAIRCASE CHILDREN 


T he plaintiff, a child of max years of age, wae with other children play 
ing on the mor ing mechanical atanrcase at defendants’ Live rpool atreet 


station, when he placed hia hand in auch a postition thet at wae caught 


by the moving strap which formed the handruil to the ata cose, and at 


wea so severely crushed that it had to he amputated 


Held, on the evidence that the roadway company were not quilty of 
and had done what they could te atop thildt 
the atenrcaae, that the child was therefore a tres puinees 
company were not liahle 


negligence, N playing on 


ond that the 
Decimon of Shearman. J.. awarding the plaintiff £300 dumaqes, set 
ade 

Cook rv. Midland Great Western 
319; 1908, A. (. 229) not followed 


tailway (53 Sornicrrors’ Journat, 


Appeal by the defendant company from a decision of Shearman, J., 
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sitting without a jury, who found that the plaintiff was in the posi- 
tion of an invitee or licensee, and that the defendants were therefore 
liable for the accident he met with while playing on the escalator. In 


arriving at that decision the learned judge purported to follow the 


decision of the House of Lords in Cook v. Midland Great Weatern 
Ralway Co. (53 Sovicrrons’ Journar, 319; 1909, A. C. 229). After 


argument, judgment was reserved 

Bankes, L.J., in giving his decision allowing the appeal of the com- 
pany, said that the plaintiff's case as set out in the statement of claim 
vas that hall was a place of habitual resort for children. 
who frequently played on the escalator, and that the negligence of the 
defendants consisted in taking no precautions to prevent children from 
hall, and on and with the escalator, and with 
plaintiff to be and to remain in the booking hall, and 
unattended, and in 


the booking 


playing in the booking 


permitting the 


mm suffering the escalator to remain taking no 
steps to ensure that it was properly watched and safeguarded The 
serious and important question.in the present case was whether the 


learned judge was justified in holding that the infant was in the posi 
tion of a licensee. That depended entirely on the evidence, as to 
which there was no real conflict. The evidence was that numbers of 
children had been for a long time in the habit of playing on the 
escalator It established equally clearly that the defendants’ employees 


varned the children off whenever they saw them. The warnings, how 
ever, were ineffective in that they did not prevent the children from 
returning so soon as they thought that the policeman was safely away. 
or that the booking clerk or ticket collector was so occupied as to be 
unable to do anyth ng more than tell them to run away The evidence 
seemed to shew that the children went away whenever they were told 
to do = If that was the true view of the evidence, the finding of the 
judge would appear t put a wider duty on the owner or occ upier of 


premises vards children who frequented these premises than the law 
had hitherto recognised see, for instance Latham v. Johnaon (1913, 
1 K. B. 398 What might be an invitation or a licence to a child 
might be neither one nor the other t an adult Here, though the 
warnings were ineffectual in the sense that he had indicated, they were 
entirely effective in bringing home to the minds and intelligence of the 
children that they had no business to be where they were, or to play 
on the escalator, and that whenever they were seen they would be 
warned off He could conceive of warnings to children so ineffective 


either from their nature or from the absence of any attempt to enforce 
the a child the impression that 
objection was taken to what was being done In such a case it might 
the child was allowed to be, 
and remain, under the impression that it had permission to do what it 
In the present case no inference of licence could be drawn 
were all of them fully aware that they 
business io be, on the escalator. In other 

boy in whose charge the 


them as to convey to mind of no real 


he possible to draw the inference that 
was doing 
On the ¢ 
had n 
words 


idence, the children 
right to be, and no 
they 
infant plaintiff 


trespasser in the booking hall, 


vere The elder 
have been fully aware that he was a 
ind said that his mother had forbidden 
Che plaintiff was probably old enough to be aware 
f that also, seeing that it was the policeman who drove the children 
away However that might be, his opinion was 
that the plaintiff was not entitled to be put in a better position than 
the boy in whose charge he was at the time of the accident 

Warreincton, L.J., read a judgment to the like effect 

Scrutron, L.J., also delivered allowing the appeal Le 


trespassers 

Vas appeared to 
him to go there 
on several 


occasions 


judgment 


pointed out that many things had an irresistible fascination for chil- 
dren; apple trees in fruit, streams, and other things constituted infan 
tile joys. Boys loved to ride on the step of an omnibus, and a Loy 
wh when he sadw the conductor making for him. dropped off bit 
returned if the conductor went away, could not be said to ride on the 
bus as an invitee or licensee. He was a trespasser. The appeal was 


accordingly allowed, with costs, and judgment entered for the railway 

company.—COouUNseL, for the appellants, (‘ompston, K.C., and G. W 

Roberta; for the respondent, J. A. Hawke. K C., and Croom-Johnaon. 

SOLE TTORS, Ashuret, Vorria, ('riap ad f Ransom & Williamea 
Reported by Erskine Karp, Barrister-at Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


COOPE +. RIDOUT. Eve, J. 2nd July. 


VENDOR AND P RCHASER—SpeciIric PerrorMance—SaLe or FRreenonps 
A\cremep Terms Supsect to Titre ann Contract ’’—APPROVAI 

or TeRMs BY Venpnor—No Format Conrract 
Where all the terma of an agreement for sale had heen settled be 


Siween the peorties and embodied in one document, * subject to title and 
contract, 
Held. that it was the intention of the parties not to enter into any 


concluded agreement ercept in the jJorm of a written and signed con 


tract, and as there waa no such docume nt there wos no enforceable 
contract 
This was an action by the purchaser for apecific performance of an 


ayreement for the sale to them of a freehold dwelling honse and pre 


mises for £12,000. By a letter dated 16th August, 1919, the plaintiff's 
igent made an offer to the defendant of £12,000 for the property, 
subject to title and contract.” The defendant replied that he 
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might poasibly be prepared to accept this offer. The agent stated 
that at an interview with the defendant the price of £12,000 and the 
date of completion were verbally agreed to, and that two matters as 
to furniture and fixtures were left to be subsequently settled. After 
further correspondence, in which these two matters were agreed, the 
jlaintiff’s agent embodied the agreed terms in a draft contract, which 
co sent to the defendant for his approval, to be returned with any 
commenta and additions he might think advisable. The defendant 
returned the draft, saying, ‘‘It seems to be all in order.’” Shortly 
afterwards the defendant wrote to the agent, saying that he had just 
had an offer of £13,000 for the property, and adding, “ Is it too late 
to ask if client would give £13,000 instead of £12,000, and 
release me No formal agreement was ever signed by the parties 
The Statute of Frauds wags not pleaded by the defendant, who denied 
any concluded contract. The question was whether there was a con 
cluded agreement or whether there were only negotiations subject to 
the signing of a formal contract. 

Ever. J., said he could not hold that 
come to between the parties embodying al! the terms 
if any, must have been arrived at when the defendant 
draft contract unaltered, and said: ‘‘ It seems to be all in order 
According to the language of Lord Cairns in Brogden v. Metropolitan 
Reilwoy Co. (2 App. Cas. 667, 672), there were no cases upon which 
difference of opinion might more readily be entertained than those 
where the Court had too decide whether, having regard to letters and 
documents which had not assumed the complete and formal shape of 
executed and solemn agreements, a contract had really been consti- 
tuted between the parties. The correspondence in this case must there 
fore be construed in order to ascertain whether the parties intended to 
come to an agreement or whether there was an intention merely to 
negotiate and not to enter into any concluded agreement, except in 
the form of a written and signed contract. The cases of Winn v. Bull 
(7 Ch. D 29) and Von Hatzfeldt-Wildenburq v. Alexander (1912, 1 
Ch. 284) showed that where an sgreement by letter was conditional 
upon the execution of a formal contrat, there was no emfior: eable con- 
tract until the condition was fulfilled. Assuming, therefore, in favour 
of the plaintiffs that all the terms of the agreement had been settled 
in the letters and interview, and that all those terms had been embodied 
in one document, it was still necessary to fulfil the condition that there 
was to be a contract made inter partes, and formally executed. Such a 
document had” never come into existence, and that being so, the 
defendant was not bound. , There was. therefore, no enforceable con 
tract. and the action would be dismissed with costs. —CovUNsEL, Tomlin, 
K.C., and Bryan Farrer; Maugham, K.C., and A. Adams. SovrciToks, 
Fellowes & Co William Sturges & Co. 


[Reported by 8. E. 


your 


a concluded contract had been 
The agreement, 


returned the 


Wittiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HOHLER v. ASTON. Sargant, J. I4th Jaly 


VENDOR AND PurcHasern—Speciric PERFORMANCE—PURCHAS! 
rir or Turrp Party—Possession Taken BY THIRD Party 
PERFORMANCE—STATUTE OF Fraups (29 Car. 2, c. 3), s. 4 
Where A. was in negotiation for the lease of a house, and told B., who 

eaid she would like to rent the house, but afterwards informed A that 
she had decided to buy it, and then in the presence of A told C., her 
nephew, that she had decided to give him the house, and (. thereupon 
gave up his old house, and with the knowledge of A. and B. went into 
this house, and incurred expense in so doimg, and meanwhile A. had 
entered into a binding contract to take the lease of this house, hut 
hefone the assignment thereof B. died, 


ror Bene- 
Part 


Held, that the Statute of Frauds was no defence by B.# executors 
to an action to specific performance of this contract inatituted by A. 
and €' 

Crosby v. MeDoual (1806, 13 Ves. 148) applied. 

This was an action brought by Edwin T. Hohler and Mr. and Mrs 
E. N. Rollo againat Mr. Aston’s executors for a specific performance ‘of 
an alleged agreement by Mrs. Aston. Hohler and Rollo’s wife were 
the nephew and niece of Mrs. Aston. Hohler was in negotiation with 
the Duke of Westminster's agents for the lease of a house, 50, Chester- 
square. He told Mrs. Aston about this, and she said she would like to 
rent the house. Hohler suggested that it would be cheaper to buy it. 
A price of £3,000 was proposed, and Mrs, Aston afterwards told Hohler 
that she had decided to buy the house for £3,000. No written contract 
was entered into. On 24th October, 1918, Mrs. Aston told Rollo in 
the presence of Hohler that she was going to give the house to him 
and his wife. Mr. and Mrs. Rollo thereupon gave up their house at 
Caversham and went into possession of 50, Chester-square. This was 
done with the knowledge of Hehler and of Mrs. Aston. and the, Reollos 
incurred expense in doing it. Meanwhile Hohler had entered into a 
binding contract to take a lease of 50, Chester-square. There was a 
certain amount of delay in obtaining the lease, and before it 
obtained or any assignment made Mrs. Aston died. The executors 
pleaded the Statute of Frauds as a defence te the action. The plain- 
tiffs contended that the statute did not apply, because Mr. and Mrs. 
Ro'lo had altered their position and incurred expense on the faith 
of Mrs. Aston's promise. They submitted that there was a distinction 


was 


between a mere voluntary promise which would not support an action, 
and a promise on the faith which some act had been done, and they 
relied on Croahie v 


L. R. 8 Eq 


VcDoual (supra) and Skidmore v. Bradford (1869, 
They further contended that even if the Statute of 


134). 








® jul 
_ 


8s) 
giataite. 
SARG 
positior 
tract w 
lease b 
contrac 
Aston « 
house ; 
questio 
ously 4 
Mrs. R 
merely 
the ple 
would 
lete oO 
id He 
entitlec 
Mr. an 
succeed 
seen a 
of the 
diture 
house, 
entorce 
was mi 
what t 
announ 
front, 
Galbrai 
ham. A 


Hig 


LANDIC 
SALE 
TRAC 
CULT 
9& 


Ont 
or part 
igricu 
any cu 
the ten 
that at 
section 
which 
Neceraad 
reyane 
1919, «a 
1839, 1 
2ona wi 
ant wa. 
to quit 
gone ww 
plainti, 
Land d 

Held 
and wv 
entered 


fore, en 
Apps 
¢laimec 
Leek 
who w: 
ton. of 
pired « 
the fas 
the loc 
hav ing 
1919 
consent 
dleton. 
Govern 
consent 
public 
exercis 
require 
for ans 
vevane 
tion of 









ated 

the 
S as 
fter 


the 
hich 
any 
lant 
tly 
just 
late 
and 
Lies 
nied 
on 


NE- 
RT 


ho 
hat 
her 
won 
nfo 
ad 


yut 


ora 





July 31, 1920 
— 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER, [Vol. 64.] 685 _ 











Frauds were held to apply to such a transaction as this, the going into 
session of the house by Mr. and Mrs. Rollo with Mrs. Aston’s know. 
dge was a part performan: e of the contract, which took it out of the 
giataite. 
Sarcanr, J., after stating the facts, said As regards Hohler, the 
position is that he had, at Mrs. Aston’s request, entered into a con- 
tract with the Westminster estate agents for the purpose of the new 
Jease being acquired, and dealt with in a certain way, and there was a 
contract for good and valuable consideration between him and Mrs 
Aston quite mdependent of that for the purchase and sale of the 
house; so that he has a good causeof action against her estate lhe 
question of the Statute of Frauds is got: over when possession obvi 
eusiy and clearly in pursuance of the contract is taken by Mr. and 
Mrs. Rollo If the contract between Hohler and Mrs. Aston had been 
merely one of sale and purchase, that would not have been enough for 
the plaintiffs, as the result would have been merely that the house 
would have belonged to Mrs Aston The true contract was a com 
plete one under which, not merely was Mrs. Aston to be the purchaser 
and Hohler the vendor at the price of £3,000, but under which he was 
entitled to insist that the purchase should be made for the benefit of 
Mr. and Mrs, Rollo, and on that view the plaintiffs are entitled to 
succeed. As regards the position of Mr. and Mrs Rollo, if there had 
deen a direct request to them by Mrs. Aston to determine thir tenancy 
of the Caversham house and to come up to London and incur expen 
diture on the faith of her promise to give them the Chester-square 
house, they would probably, on the cases cited, have been entitled 
enforce the contract. But I think that the offer to give them the house 
was made on 24th October, 1918, prior to any such request, and that 
what took place afterwards was the natural consequence of Mrs. Aston’s 
announcement of her intention to make the gift Counse., Alerender 
Gront, K.C.. RB. F. MacSwinney, J. N. Daynes, and W. H. C. Rollo; 
Giadlbraith, K.C., and Wilfred MV. Hunt Soricrrors, Bullen, Deben 
ham. d- Co.; Boulton, Sona, & Sandeman. 


{Reported by Leonarvy Mar Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


BROOKS ~. BLOOR. Div. Court. 15th Ju'y 


Lanpiorp anp Tenant—Cuourcn Lanns—Norice Tro Quit —VALIDITy 
Sate TO TuHrrp Party—Necessary CONSENTS TO SaLe— Dare or Con 
rRact—CuvuRCH BuitpinG Act, 1839 (2 & 3 Vict. c. 49), s. 15—Acri 
cuLtURAL Land Sates (Restriction or Norices To Quit) Act, 1919 
9 & 10 Gro. 5, c. 63), 8.4 
On the making of a contract for the sale of an agricultural holding, 

or part of a holding, held by a yearly tenant, after the passing of the 

igricultural Land Salea (Restriction of Notices to Quit) Aet, 1919. 





, any current and unexpired notice to quit becomes null and void, unless 


the tenant agrees in writing after the Act, and prwr to such contract, 
that auch notice shall he valid. The Church Building ict, 1839, by 
section 15, provides that for the validity of a aale of church lands to 
which the ic? relates, the consents of certain named persons shall he 
necessary, these consents to he teatified by their execution of the con 
reyanee. Prior to the passing of the fyricultured Land Sales 1er, 
1919. a contrect for the aale of land under the Church Building ict, 
1839, was entered into with plaintiff by several, but not all, of the per 
1¢ that time the defend 
ant waain occu uttion asa ye arly tenant, but was under a proper notice 
to quit, which had been served upon him by the vendors. {ll the per- 
gone whose consents were requisite joined in the conveyance to the 
plaintiff, which was executed after the passing of the {gricultural 
Land Act, 1919 


Held, that the notice to the defendant to quit did not become null 
and void under the last-mentioned Act, as the contract of sale was 
entered into hefore the passing of that Act, and the plaintiff waa there 
fore, entitled to POBEBSION. 


sone whoae conaenta were nece asary to a sale 


Appeal by plaintiff from the Leek County Court The plaintiff 
claimed possession of a farm called Deephay Farm, at Cheddleton, near 
Leek. On 25th March, 1919, notice to quit was given to the defendant, 
who was then in occupation as a yearly tenant, by the vicar of Cheddle- 
ton, of whose benefice the farm then formed part, and this notice ex- 
pired on 25th March, 1920. By a contract made on 8th August, 1919, 
the farm was sold to the plaintiff by private treaty, by the vicar, and 
the local solicitors acting for the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, 
having previously been put up for sale by public auction on 26th June, 
1919. A valid sale of this church land could not be made without the 
consent of the vicar of Cheddleton, the patron of the living of Ched 
dieton, the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Bishop of Lichfield, and the 
Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty. All these persons had given their 
consent to Deephay Farm, along with others, being put up for sale by 
public auction ; and the farm was conveyed by all of them to the plain- 
tiff by a conveyance dated 25th October, 1919. expressed to be made in 
exercise of the powers given by the Church Building Act, 1839. This Act 
requires the consents of the persons whose consents are made necessary 
for any sale under the Act “ to be testified by their executing the con 
veyance to the purchaser.’ By the Agricultural Land Sales (Restric 


tion of Notices to Quit) Act, 1919, passed on 19th August, 1919: “‘ On 
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of any contract for sale ofa 


the making, after the passing of this Act 
j by a tenant from year to year, 


holding, or any part of a holding, hek 

any then current and unexpired notice to determine the tenancy of the 
holding given to the tenant, either before or after the passing of this 
Act, shall be nul! and void unless the tenant shall, after the passing of 
this Act, and prior to such contract of sale, by writing, agree that 
sucl otice shull be valid In the county court the defendant con 
tended that the notice t » quit was nu und void under and by virtue of 
this Act, and the plainufl contended that the contract of sale was made 


before the Act came into operation on 19th August, 1919 rhe county 
court judge found that on 8th August, 1919, the plaintiff agreed with 
the loca] solicitors of Queen Anne's Bounty, with the consent of the 


vicar and the patron, to purchase the farm on that day ind paid a 
deposit on his purchase, and that the Governors of Queen Anne's 
Bounty msented to the sale, but that there was no evidence of any 
consent given by the Archbishop of Canterbury or the Bishop of Lich- 


field, except the written consent to the farm being put up for sale by 
public auction. He held that the words ‘* contract for sale of a hold 
ing ' in the Act of 1919 meant a valid and enforceable contract binding 
on all the parties; that the contract in question when the Act came 
into operation was only a provisional contract, and was subject to the 
consent of the Archbishop of Canterbury and the Bishop of Lichfield ; 


and he gave judgment for the defendant 


LAWRENCE, J., said he was of opinion the county court judge was 
wrong The contract of sale stated, in cone of the conditions of sale, 
that the vendor had obtained the consents of necessary parties to the 
sale That vas on Sth August 1919: but the pring ipal reason for 


holding the county court judge to be wrong was that the Church 
Building Act, 1839, expressly provided that the consent of the persons 


whose consents were necessary should be testified by their exe« uting 
the conveyance to the purchaser That seemed to make statutory 
evidence of those consents, and that was forthcoming in that case. He 


Lawrence, J.) did not think that the county court judge was entitled 
to go behind the statute, and say that he must have evidence that the 
consents had in fact been given before 8th August, on which date the 
contract was signed The differen e alao between a statutory corpora 
tion had been overlooked in the arguments of counsel for the defend- 
ants. The incumbent. could make the contract, even though he had 
not obtained the necessary consents. His not having the consents did 
not prevent him from making a contract which would pase the title 
when the consents were obtained The statutory form of consent was 
contained in, and testified by, the concurrence of the parties in the 
conveyance 1 he appea must be allowec 

MoCarpip, J., agreed, and said that the contract. of 8th August com- 
plied, as it must do, with section 4 of the Statute ef Frauds It was 
important to distinguish between the contract and the consents which 
were necessary before the final conveyance could be given, and the title 
completed. The contract provided that if the consents could not be 
obtained, the vendor might rescind the sale. In his opinion there was 
a valid contract for sale which was entered into before the passing of 
the Agricultural Land Sales Act, 1919. within the meaning of section 1 
of that. Act Counse., F. HW. L. Errington, for the appellant . Barring 
fon Ward, K.C and }) V. Pritt, for the respondent SOLICTTORS, 
Rawle, Johnatone, & Co., agents for Challinore d Shau Leek : Doyle, 
Devonshire. de Coa ivents for J. Worria Shaw, Leek 


Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister.at Law.) 





In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Hoyge asked the Prime 


Minister whether he would publish al! the Notes and Pro 
tocols to Germany vith regard to the execution of the Treaty 
of Versailles, together with the replies of the German Govern- 
ment My Liovd (George I will msider the question The 
hon. member must not hawevet expect immediate action, as it will 
be necessary in the iret place to « btain the consent of the s¢ eral Allied 
Governments who were parties to the d patel f these Notes 





686 
New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 


LONG VACATION, 1920 


NoTIct 
During the Vacation, up to and including 3rd September, all applica- 
tions ‘‘ which may require to be immediately or promptly heard,’ are 
to be made to the Hon. Mr. Justice Rowlatt 
Court Busrvess.—The Hon. Mr. Justice Row!att will, until further 


notice, sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal Courts of Justice, 
at 10.15 a.m., on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, 
4th August, for the purpose of hearing such applications, of the above 
nature as, according to the practice in the Chancery Division, are usually 
heard in Court 
Case will be placed in the Judge's Paper unless leave has been 
vuunsel that the Case requires 
cone isely the reasons, 


previously obtained, or a Certificate of ¢ 


to be immediately or prompt!y heard, and stating 
is left with the papers 

Phe lecessary papers relating t every sp plication made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges’ Papers), are to be 
left with the Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Office 
Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o'¢ lock two days previous 
to the day on which the application is intended to be made. When the 
Cause C'erk is not in attendance, they may be left at Room 136, under 
cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers 


or they mav be sent by post but in either case so as to be received by 


the time aforesaid 
Urneenr Marrers wuen Jcpce nor Present ww Court orn CHAMBER? 
Appl ation may be made im any caae of argency to the Judge per 
sonally (if necessary w by post or rai prepaid, accompanied by the 


brief of Counsel, office copies of the affidavits in suppott of the appli 
cation, and also by a Minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by 


Counsel f the order he may consider the ipplicant entitled to, and 


also an envelope, sufficiently stampe, capable of receiving the papers 
addressed as follows Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar 
in Vacatior Chancery Registrars’ Office Royal Courts of Justice 


Loudon Ww. ; 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application at 
Room 136 Roya! Courts of Justice 

Cuancery CHameer Business.—The Chambers of Justices Eve and 
Peterson will be open for Vacation business on Tuesday, Wednesday 
Thursday und Friday in each week, from 10 to 2 o'clock 

Kine's Bencn CuHampBer Business The Hon. Mr. Justice Rowlatt 
will, until further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s Bench business 
in Judge’s Chambers at 10.30 a.m. on Tuesday in every week, commenc 
ing on Tuesday, the 3rd August 

Proeate and Divorce.—Summonses will be heard by the Registrar, 
at the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during 
the Vacation at 11.30 (Saturdays excepted) 

Motions will be heard by the Registrar on Wednesdays, the 11th and 
25th August, and the 8th and 29th September, at the Principal Probate 
Registry, at 12.30 

Decrees will be made absolute on Wednesdays, the 4th and 18th 
August, and the lst, 15th and 29th September 

All Papers for Métions and for making Decrees absolute are to be 
left at the Contentious Department, Somerset House, before 2 o'clock 
on the preceding Friday 

The Offices of the Probate and Divorce Registries will be opened at 
10 a.m. and closed at 4 p.m., except on Saturdays, when the Offices 
will be opened at 10 a.m. and closed at 1 p.m 

Juper’s Papers ror Use tw Court.—Cuancery Diviston.—the fol 
lowing Papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left with the 
Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office. Room 
136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o'clock, two days previous 
to the day on which the application to the Judge is intended to be 
made 

| Counsel's certificate of urgen y or note of special leave 
by the Judg 

2.—T wo caples of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any), and any 
other documents shewing the nature of the application ‘ 

3 Two c pies of notice of motion 

4.—Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer (if 


granted 


N.B Solicitors are requested when the application has been disposed 
of to apply at once to the Judge's Clerk in Court for the return of 
their papers 

Vacation Recistrar.—M: 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, 

Royal Courts of Justice 

July, 1920. 
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THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MipvLEsex HospitAt, 
W8ICH Is URGENTLY IN NEED OF FUNDS For Its HUMANE Work. 
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ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Chasesny’ pana LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PEKSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence, 


Telephone ; 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED 
635 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


BS (3) 0 








The Rules of the Supreme Court (No. 3), 1900. 


We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the 
following rules 


l. The following Rule shall be added in Order IX. immediately after 
Rule 8, viz ~ 

8a. Where a contract has been entered imte within the jurisdic- 
tion by or through an agent residing or carrying on business within 
the jurisdiction on behalf of a principal residing or carrying on 
business out of the jurisdiction. a writ of summons in an action 
relating to or arising out of such contract may by leave of the 
ourt or a judge given before the determination of such agent's 
authority or of his business relations with the principal be served 
on such agent. Notice of the order giving such leave and a copy 
thereof and of the writ of summons shall forthwith be sent by 
prepaid registered post letter to the defendant or defendants at his 
or their address out of the jurisdiction. Provided that nothing in 
this rule shall invalidate or affect any other mode of service in 
force at the time this rule comes into operation. 

2. Sub-rule (e) of Order X1. Rule 1, is hereby annulled and the follow- 
ing sub-rule substituted therefor, viz 

The action is ove brought to enforce, rescind, dissolve, annul 

or otherwise affect a contract or to recover damages or other relief 
for o¢ in respect of the breach of a contract 

(i) made within the jurisdiction, 

(ii) made by or through an agent trading or residing 
the jurisdiction on behalf of a principal trading or residing out 
of the jurisdiction, 

(iii) by its terms or by implication to be governed by English 
law, 

or is one bronght against a defendant not domiciled or ordinarily 
resident in Scotland or Ireland, in respect of a breach committed 
within the jurisdiction of a contract wherever made, even though 
such breach was preceded or accompanied by a breach out of the 
jurisdiction which rendered impossible the performance of the part 
of the contract which ought to have been performed within the 
’ jurisdiction 

3. In Order XI, Rule 1. the following sub-rule shall be added, viz 

(ee) The action is founded on a tort committed within the juris 
diction 

4. The following rule shall be added immediately after Order XI. 
Rule 2. viz , 

24. Notwithstanding anything contained in Rule 1 of this Order. 
the parties to any contract may agree (a) that the High Court of 
Justice shall have jurisdiction to entertain any action in 
of such contract, and, moreover, or in the ae (>) that 
service of any writ-of summons in any such action may be effected 
at any place within or out of the jurisdiction on any party or on 
any person on behalf of any party or in any manner specified or 
indicated in such contract. Service of any such writ of summons 
at the place (if any) or on the party or on the person (if any) or in 
the manner (if any) specified or indicated in the contract shall be 
deemed to be good and effective service wherever the parties are 
resident, and if no place or mode or person be so specified or indi 
cated, service out of the jurisdiction of such writ may be ordered 

5. Rule 8a of Order 11 is hereby annulled and the following rule 
substituted therefor : 

8a. Service out of the jurisdiction may be allowed by the court 
or a judge of the following processes or of notice thereof, that is to 
say > 

(a) Originating summonses under Order LIVa or Order LV, Rule 
3 or 4, in any case where if the proceedings were commenced by 
writ of summons they would be within Rule 1 of this Order. 

(6) Any originating summons, petition, notice of motion or othe? 
originating proceeding (1) in relation to any infant or lunatic or 
person of unsound mind or (2) under any Statute under which pro 


within 


respect 
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the hearing of an application under Section 2, sub-section (2) of the said 
Act on the part of of 

for a declaration that certain premises [or of part, that is to say (here 
specify the part) 

of certain premises] to which the said Act applies, situate at 

and known as of which the applicant 
{or where the applicant is the Sanitary Authority state the name of the 
tenant] is the tenant, and you, the respondent, are the landlord, are not 
in all respects reasonably fit for human habitation [or are not in a 
teasonable state of repair}, and that the condition of the premises is not 
due to the tenant’s neglect, or default, or breach of express agreement, 
if any, and for an order suspending the increase of rent pursuant to Sec 


r | other declaration, and order in that behalf, as the court may think fit 











ceedings can be commenced otherwise than by writ of summons o 
(3) under any rule of court or practice whereunder proceedings can | and for an order providing for the costs of this application 
be commenced otherwise than by writ of summons AND FURTHER TAKE Notice, that if you do not attend in person or by 
(ce) Without prejudice to the generality of the last foregoing | your solicitor at the time and place above-mentioned, such prox eedings 
sub-head any summons, order or notice in any interpleader proceed will be taken and declaration and order made as th irt may think 
ings or for the appointment of an arbitrator or umpire or to remit, | just 
set aside or enforce an award in an arbitration held or to be held Dated this day of 19 
within the jurisdiction By the Court, 
(d) Any summons, order or notice in any proceedings duly in Registrar. 
stituted whether by writ of summons or other such originating | T’ 
process as af >resaid. one 
ules 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and & of this Order shall apply mutatis mutandis to - 
much service ] lat 
—T , ; ; S tive riatin 
Nothing herein contained shall in any w iv prejudice or affect any Ura { / . . - , ~ , P 9 
pra tice or power of the court under which when lands, funds, choses “ . , . 
in action, rights or property within the jurisdiction are uught to be ) 
dealt with or affec ted, the court may, W ithout affecting to exercise Noe i Appl , j N 2 / Stay, 
jurisdic tion over any person out of the jurisdiction cause su h person | Su D j F . Ord lament 
to be informed of the nature or existence of the proceedings with a Matte ey ae f Re <— e Interest 
view to such person having an opportunity of Ming, Opposing or R p Not. 192% 
therwise intervening ( . , 
om » 6 : “ . ( i ) " 
¢ The followi gy ruie sha 1 be 1dded in Orde XLI immediately after N Voy 
Rule 1, viz Ret 
la. In any judgment, whether in default of appearance or de i} 
fence or after hearing or trial otherwise, the party entering the 
j , 
judgment shall, if he so desire, be entitled to have recited therein | ; nt \py ant, 
a statement as to the manner and place in and at which the service j 
of the writ of summons or other process by w h the proceedit lO.D 
were commenced was effected ' 
7. The following rule shall be added in Order LXV immediately after f hespondent. 
Ruk “- Viz nats 7~* we Ny , vat the apy tt AB 
6b. Ina tions br ught bv persons resident out of the jur sdictior , tent. OD ntends to 
when the plaintifl s claim is founded on a judgment or order or or , ay Taadlan e 4) - the ] of 
a bill of exchange or other negotiable instrument, the power t | si 19 the e of t noon, to 
require the plaintiff to give security for costs shall be in the’di ae nd. discharge. res i , ke judgment] 
cretion of the court or judge n le e! t s matter mn the } | 19 
8. These rules may be cited as tl Rules of the Supreme Court ous ¢ was ordered ljudged!| that f »r judg 
4{No. 3). 1920,’ and shall come into operation on the Ist day of August, , 
1920. nes ler 1 ling for the ie ol 
‘Dated the 14th day of Juiy. AND FURTHER TAKE N e. that t i . tended applica 
BirKenuead, C. Cuartes H. Sarcanr, J ton are that 
Reapinc, C.J. P. Ocpen Lawrence, J . ‘ aot anil 
Srernpate, M.R cr. R. Hvuenes Dated tl day of 19 
Henry E. Doxe, P E. W. Hawnseu Signed) 
R. M. Bray, J C. H. Morton Applicant Respondent 
" A. T. Lawrence, J {0GER GREGORY for Applicant's Respondent's] 
. Solicitor ]. 
? . lo (7 i t ; f 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest ming | 
. ant > ‘ 1 to Messrs 
(Restrictions), England. Stee OO 
is solicitors 
County Court Procepvure. i ind to the Registrar of the urt 
(Continued from page 672.) | 10 
Preabe { ppl , di Vertior eect , jor Stay, 
6. Suave ». Diacharae, I | t Ord Judgment 
Certificate on Applicat n for Apportionment of Rent or Rateable Value {, ll 
= Su 1; Te / Det nat f (Jue r Declaration 
3 i Ord d Secti 9 
Summons for Order of Suapension and Declaration relating to Increase ' 2 i 
of Rent under Section 2. sub-section (2) In t ‘ ‘ rt ol — AF 7 
. In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and lortwaue Interest 
In the County Court of holden at (Restrictions) Act, 1920 
In the Matter of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest ; No. of Application ° 
(Restrictions) Act, 1920 otween 
No. of Application LB 
Between s ld re j . 
nude ae 
A.B. dioorigeie Applicant, 
address and and 
dea ription) Applicant, CD 
and 
C.D. (address and 
(address and description) Respondent, 
description) tespondent. Taxe Nortcr, that you are hereby summoned to attend this court om 
To the dav of 19 . at the hour of 
ot in the noon, on the hearing of an application on the part of 
I 
Take Norice that you are hereby summoned to attend this court on Po of 
the day of , at the hour of in the noon, on the particulars of w hich are hereunto annexed 
And FURTHER TAKE Notice, that if you do not attend in person or 


by vour solicitor at the time and place above-mentior ed, such proceed- 
ings will be taken and order made as the court may think just 
Dated this day of 19 

By irt, 
Registrar. 


the Co 


To (the naming him) 


Ke spondent 
PARTICULARS 
if on separate paper, 


annexed to summona and, 


with heading as in summons.) 


1. On or abont the day of 19 the Respondent 


[To be appended 7a 





tion 2; sub-section (2).of the said Act until further order, or for®such 





let certain premises lor a part, that is to say (here specify the part) of 
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certain premises] to which the said Act applies, situate at 
and known as 
to the Applicant at a rent of 











a week for a month, or as the case 
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may be} which rent includes payment in respect of 
furniture 
2. The Ay plicant alleges that the rent charged for the premises 80 
let to him is yielding, or will yield, to the Respondent a profit more 
than 25 per cent. in excess of the profit which might reasonably have 
been obtained from a similar letting in the year ending on the 3rd day 
of August, 1914 , ‘ 
3. The Applicant therefore applies to the court under section 9 of 
the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920 
(a) for a declaration that it is proved to the satisfaction of the 
court that the rent charged on the letting of the said premises by 
the Respondent to the Applicant is yielding, or will yield, to the 
Respondent a profit more than 25 per cent. in excess of the profit 
which might reasonably have been obtained from a similar letting 
the vear ending the 3rd day of August, 1914. and for ar 
assessment by the irt of the amount of such last-mentioned profit 
and 
b) f rder that the said rent, so far as it exceeds such sum 
us would yield su , entioned profit and 25 per cent. thereor 
shall be rre »verable and 
c) f ler that tl unount of a payme f rent i 
ces f im made th Ap] nt in respect of any period 
ter the passin f the id Act be repaid to the Applicant 
l thout prejud ther mods f recovery, be 
reco i tl Ap " I r f deduct f sul 
fequent payment of rent 1 
l , l | the 8 f this apy 101 
Dated tl} ! 19 
Applicant 
App t s ( 
4 { TT, 
1 | 
} umn pt 6 und 
s} i’ ; ; / ; / / y Pou 191 
l 
S } f) ; brad ; 7 ¢ ; 
f ; die \ ect y ff 
In the County ¢ f ! t 
In the Matter f the Ir 5 I iM Interest 
Restrict Act, 192¢ 
\ i 
Between 
1B 
id i 
i f Apr ant 
CD d 
jareé 
le Respondent 
r 
of 
Take Notice, that ire hereby sun ed to attend this irt o 
the day rf it the hour of in the noon 
n the hearing f an app ition under Sect sub-sect 6) of the 
said Act, o1 part of f for a declaration 
that the order judgment] dated the da f and | 
made given | in an action in this court 
here give title f act ? 
for possession of r ejectment from] certain premises [or of part, that 
1s ft sav. 
here ecity the part) 
ot certain premises 
to which the said Act applies, situate at ind known 


as of which the Applicant was the tenant, 
and you the Respondent were the landlord, 
sentatior 


was obtained by misrepre 
r the concealment of material facts] 
and that the Applicant is entitled to recover from you compensation for 
damage or loss sustained by him as the result of the said order [or 
judgment], and for an order ordering you to pay the sum of £ 

»¢ such sum as shall appear to the court sufficient] as compensation 
for such damage or loss, or for such other declaration and order in that 
behalf as the court may think fit, and for an order providing for the 
costs of this application 

AND FURTHER TAKE Norice, that if you do not attend in person or by 
your solicitor at the time and place above-mentioned, such pro eedings 
will be taken and declaration and order made as the court may think 
just. 


Dated this day of , 19 

By the Court, 
Registrar 

To the Respondent (naming him) 


Order on Application for Declaration and Order relating to Payment of 
ompensation under Section 5, sub-section (6) 








Orders in Council. 


ORDER AMENDING THE REPRESENTATION OF THE 


PEOPLE ORDER. 
The Representation of the Order shall be 
follows :— 
l Proviso to Rule 14 
2. The following rule shall be inserted after Rule 6a :— 
6p. Merchant seamen and fishermen.}—Where the name « 


People amended ag 


see below. ] 


iny 
merchant seaman or fisherman has been placed on the absent ers 
ist in pursuance of a claim in that behalf, his name shal! be 
placed on the absent voters list for each subsequent register, so 


ong as he continues to be registered for the same qualifyir 
mises and the registration officer is satisfied that he continues to 


be a merchant seaman or fisherman, as the case may be, unless he 
gives notice in writing to the registration officer that he d not 
wish his name to be placed on the list.” 
4. (Revision of fees for copies of election lists and registers. } 
28th June. Gazette, 23rd J 
A circular explaining the new Order and other registration matters, 
including claims by a person on behalf of another person, has been 


Health to registration officers. With respect 


lows 


issued by the Ministry of 
to par. 1 it states as fol 


The new Order removes a doubt which has arisen as to the pc 


er of 


persons whose names are included in list C of the electors lists, to 
object to the registration of other persons. The Order prescribes that 
the following proviso shall be inserted at the end of Rule 1a the 
Representation of the People Order 


‘ Provided also that a whose name is contained in List C 

t, unless his name is contained also in List B, be deemed 

be a ippears on the e'ectors lists s to 

enable him to object to the registration of any person under Ru'e 12 
hedule to the Act 


person 
shail n 
person whose name 
inthe First S« 


THE TREATY OF PEACE (AMENDMENT) ORDER, 1926 
Wherea n pursuance of the powers conferred on Him by the Tre ily 
Peace Act, 1919, His Majesty in Council was pleased to make the 
Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, and it is expedient that the said Order 
ild be amended in manner hereinafter appearing 
Now, therefore, & it 1s hereby ordered, as follows 
1. The provisions of the Tre uty f Peace Order, 1919 i he 
t umn of the Schedule to this Order, shall be amended the 
nner shew! n the second column of that Schedule 
Paragraph (xvi) of Article one of the Treaty of Peace Order, 
119, shall have effect and shall be deemed always to have had effett 
is if for the proviso to that paragraph the following p1 SO wer on 
uned therein : 
Provided that any particular property. rights nter s 80 
rged may at any time be released by the Custodian acting ler 
the general direction of the Board of Trade from the charge & 
eated.’ 
This Ord rn cited as the Treaty of Peace (Amendment) 
Order. 1920 
8th June 
rhe amendments fill two pages of the Gazette.] 
Gazette, July 27 
‘ TERMINATION OF THE WAR WITH AUSTRIA 
Whereas by the Termination of the Present War (Definiti Act, 


1918, it is provided that His Majesty in Council may declare what date 
is to be treated as the date of the termination of the present war, and 
that the date so declared shall be as nearly as may be the date of 
the exchange or deposit of ratifications of the treaty or treaties of 
peace, and that His Majesty may also similarly declare what date is t 
be treated as the date of the termination of war between His Majesty 
and any particular State : 

And whereas at Saint Germaiii-en-Laye on the tenth day of Sep- 
tember, nineteen hundred and nineteen, a treaty of peace between the 
Allied and Associated Powers and Austria was signed on behalf of His 
Majesty 

And whereas by the said treaty of peace it was provided that 4 
procés-verbal of the deposit of ratifications should be drawn up as soon 
as the treaty had been ratified by Austria on the one hand and by three 
of the principal Allied or Associated Powers on the other, and that 
from the date of the said procés-verbal the treaty would come int 
force between the high contracting parties who had ratified it: 

And whereas the said treaty having been ratified by Austria and three 
of the principal Allied and Associated Powers, including His Majesty, 
such a procés-verbal as aforesaid has been drawn up dated the sixteenth 
day of July, nineteen hundred and twenty : 

And whereas treaties of peace with other belligerents not having yet 
been ratified it is desirable to declare the date which is to be treated 
as the date of the termination of war with Austria before declaring the 
date which is to be treated as the date of the termination of the 


o 


present war : wile : 
Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy 
Countil, is pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the said 
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sixteenth day of July shall be treated as the date of the termination of 
_ war between His Majesty and Austria. 


22nd July. (Gazette; July 23. 





Foreign Office Notice. 
REVIVAL OF TREATIES WITH GERMANY 
In accordance with Article 289 of the Treaty of Versailles of the 
28th June, 1919, notice was given to the German Government on 25th 
June, 1920, that the following bilateral treaties between the Britis 
Empire and Germany are revived from the date of this natice 
I Extradition 


Treaty signed in London onthe 14th May, 1872, between Great 
Britain and Germany for the mutual surrender of fugitive crimina's 

b) Treaty signed in Berlin on the 17th August, 1911, relating to t! 
extradition of fugitive criminals between certain British Pr 
and Germany ° 


tectorates 


11.—Parcel Post 


(\greement signed in London on the 3rd November, 1894, and 
Berlin on the 14th November, 1894, between the British and Germa 
Post Offices concerning the exchange of parcels by parcel post; w 
the modifications subsequently effected directly between the respecti 
postal administrations, including the Exchange of Notes between thi 
administrations, dated respectively the 24th January, 1920, and the 6t 
February, 1920, in regard to the method of settlement of accounts 


III.—Money Ord: 


signed in London on the 9th January, 1908, and 


Agreement 

rlin. on the 8th February 
Kingdom of Great 

Crerman Empire for the exchange 

fication effected by exchange of Notes between 


Brjtain and Ireland and the Post Office of the 
of money ders, including the mod 
the British and Germa 


postal administrations dated respective'y the 24th January, 1920 
the ¢ February, 1920, in regard to the nethod of settlement 
accounts 

The us f the words (rerma Prot rates and German P« 
Agencies in foreign countries in Articles 1, 5, 8 and 17 is contra 
to the stipulations of the Treaty of Versailles hes ds are there 
fore not included in the revival and must be regarded as excised fro 


the Agreement 


b) Arrangement between the Money Order Department of the ¢ rl 
ment of India and the Post Office Department of the Germa En pire 
signed in Berlin the 20th May, 1880, and in Simla the 22nd June, 1884 
for the exchange of m« ney orders Gazett Jul 3, 


Board of Trade Orders. 
VERSAILLES : DISSOLUTION OF CONTRACTS 
Notification was given by His Majesty's Government to the G 
Government on 9th July under Article 299 Treaty of Versa 
in the following terms 


The dissolution of contracts by Art e 299 is not « sidered 
affect the proprietary interests of shareholders or debenture holders of 
companies, or the constitution of companies, but in order that no doubt 


may exist on the point notice is given in accordance with Article 299 


(b) that the execution of contracts conferring proprietary rights 
shareholders or debenture holders of companies and of contracts for th 
constitution of companies is required in the genera! interest 

Crazette J ily 27 


THE PROFITEERING ACTS, 1919 ann 1920 
Recital. } 


ORDER (No. 13 


Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby declare that the articles 


' 
a 
|| for any amounts, to both 


|} man can 


| 


| 
| 
} 


of food set out-in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles of a kind | 


in common use by the public, and do hereby order that section 1 of 
the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 66), as amended by the 
Profiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, ¢. 13), shall apply 
to each article of food specifically mentioned in the Schedule. hereto 

Chis Order shall come into force as from the twenty-seventh day of 
July, 1920, and may be cited as the Profiteering Acts, 1919 and 1920 
Order (No. 13). 

Ath July. 


SCHEDULE. 
The following articles of food (included in this Schedule by agreement 
with the Food Controller) : , : 
52. Bacon (Imported) 
53. Ham 


(razette. 


54. Lard (Home Produced) 
THE PROFITEERING ACTS, 1919 anp 1920, ORDER (No. 14) 
(Recital. ] 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby declare that the 
articles of food set out in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles of 
4 kind in common use by the public, and do hereby order that section 1 
of the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 66), as amended by 


July 27 


the Profiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, ¢. 13), shall 
spPly to each article of food specifically mentioned in the Schedule 


THE NEW POOR. 


The hardest hit class are the people whose income 
is derived solely from Investment. Whut meant 
comfort in pre-war days now means a struggle to 


make ends meet. 


Many have found a way out of the difficulty by exchang- 
ng investments which brought them poor return, for an 
Annuity which gives them a larger and a safer and fixed 
income for life. One man,a retired Solicitor, whose income 
became quite insufticient for his needs realised his former 
investments and purchased an Annuity from the Sun Life 


His 


the change was 69, and for each 


of Canada which more than doubled the old income 


we al the time of making 


£1,000 he gets £133 7s. per annum. He is thoroughly 


gontent and now faces the heavy taxation and the increased 


1908, between the Post Office of the United | cost of living with equanimity 


Annuities at all ages and 
They can 
indeed 


The Sun Life of Canada issu 
women 
thre 


also ae t¢ rred Annuit ce 


men and 


cover single lives or the lives of two or 


any number, There are where a 


forego immediate advantage from his capital, 


jor the sake of a wreatly increased return in the years 
when he is unable to earn his own living. 

The Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada was 
incorporated in 1865. Its record is one of continual 


In 1914 its assets were valued at over £13,000,000, 


progr SS 
These valuations 


to-day they reach a total of £23,000,000 


have been made on a most conservative ba Being a 


Canadian Company its aflairs come under stricter Govern- 
exercised over al English 
Life Assurance are 


the British 


ment supervision than is 


Company; the Canadian laws on very 
much more stringent than those operating in 
This is all to the benefit of those who have dealings 


Isles. t 
It eliminates risk, it gives 


with the Sun Life 
the Policy holders and Annuitants what i 


Government guarantee.’ 


of Canada 
practically a 


Full details of very interesting and protitable methods of 
dealing with capital will be sent on application to 


J. F. Junkin (Manager), Sun, Life of Canada, 


No. 119, Canada House, Norfolk Street, W.C. 2 











This Order shall come into force as from the second day of August 
1920, and may be cited as the Profiteering Acts, 1919 and 1920, Order 
(No. 14 

24th July 

SCHEDULE 

The following articles of food (included in this Schedule by agree 

ment with the Feod Controller 
55. Dried Fruits 
Gazette, July 27 





Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE POTATOES ORDER, 1920 
Notice of Revocation 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Zealm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 19th July, 1920, the 
Potatoes Order, 1920 [S. R. & O., Nos. 419 and 898 of 1920), but with- 
out prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 
15th July. 
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| 
m eR trials of actions in London, the Council regarded the suggestion as 
Societies. reasonable, and expressed their approval of it. ; 
c Solicitors’ Clerks.—Communicat.ons have passed between the Council 
The Law Society. and the Federation of Law Clerks at intervals during the past yea 
regarding the salaries paid by solicitors to their clerks, and in Fel 
THE REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. ruary Jast the Council issued a notice that they believed the profession 
’ — = generally had recognized the fall in the pre-war val »f money d 
ontinued from page 639.) had increased the remuneration of their staffs aolestia ingl vy, but in case 
Peete Bonds nay ey ve ee ete ee Be! this should not be so, they desired to give publicity to their op ' 
a Be rigs ee cahie untaieniin an tet to that pre-war wages should be raised, and they did this the more read 
seal ‘ninhegtt wach th: cneait ten teste eiiiiaatinies anal anneal their efforts to obtain an increase .n professional charges had lx 
of solicitors and } tees mtachiaine ti sat urts to have a branch | Partially successful, in that the claim for such increased charges had to 
of the Westminster County Court established ot the Strand Law Courts, | me’ e=*=™t been based on the increase in the remuneration of their 
here contested mty court 1usee could by agreement be tried irre- lerk ‘m . 
pective lict [The s bye 1 eferred to the County (To be continued. ) 
Courts Committee reported upon it, and as a result the Council 
ite at pre t e} mmur tion with the Lord Chancellor on 
the I 
hee sate Saks a he iaiead States Copyright. 
S : ed he ( me a ances to wit Che following letter appeared in the Zimes of the 27th inst 
esses ' t actions ate imadequat et present-day re-| Sir —May I direct the attention of British authors to the fact that the 
jaireme mda & in effort si a be made to ut ise them, the il term of protection granted by the Legislature of the United 
Cou wed the sulje th t ‘ nty Court Registrars’ | States copyright property endures for twenty-eight vears from 
\s e108 expressed their NCUFFSNC The Qou » being ff} date of first publication, with the right vested. in ‘ the author, if still 
ne ame ' the I i Chance ! e the sul bt syn living r the widow, widower or children of the author if th« ithor 
pathet tera As a result the new inty court rules include] be not living, or if such author, widow, widower or children b« t 
rOVISIO! : / es BSCE be i sed living, then the author’s executors, or, in the absence of will, his 
Proceeding a, Ovgens Phe Cou having been requested | next of kin,’’ to apply for a renewal for a further term of twenty-eight 
by tha I ' ed | Societ f Liverpool te consider the desir. | Years, provided that the application is made and registered at 
sbilit f ‘ ’ f procedure | pet iti of right} © ypyright Office at \»ashington within one year prior t e @xpirat 
and ~ the tity f procedure t} regard to ictions | Of the initial term? 
gai le th that ava \ ember of the public In view of the fact that the first American Act under which British 
requested the f the Bar Cou m the subject. After lenethy | Copyright owners obtained protection was passed in 1891, it is obvious 
neiderat ‘ Ras ¢ nassed the resolutions “ | that from now onwards a large number of copyrights in the United 
1. Sul er reservat ;, locuments. the production | States will be lost annually unless steps are taken to obtain the further 
w disclosure of w ild be a t the interests of the State, a | twenty-eight years provided for in the Act. 
nasty should hav : tonktos the Crown the same right of _ Yours faithfully, 
discovery against the ( is one subject has against another subject G. Herserr Turing, secretary, The Incorporated Society 
2. That, ha ¢ regard to the expense, inconvenience and delay of Authors, Playrights and Composers 
involved in procedtre bv petition of right English information and 1, Central-buildings, Tothi!l-street, Westminster, S.W. 1 
Latin information, such procedure should be abolished, and civil pro- 23rd July. 
eedings by and against the Crown should be instituted in the same = e 
manner and governed by the same rules of procedure as civil proceedings a 7 
by and aca.nst other arties, but so that the right of discovery rg 8 
by and against other partics, but so that the right of discovery against} “The First Meeting of the Assembly 
The ( I ! t ling themselves eniiuely in a rd with these resolu f h T . f N 2 
tions, passed resolutions in identscal form, and communicated them to O t e ~€ague O ations. 
the Lor I hancellor who has promised that they shall “wer caretes In accordance with the terms of the Covenant of the League of 
Division yore m8, in Bor ware = a pele Dae ghee mm Nations, which provides that the first meeting of the Assembly sh 
" ; veoh oe ~ | be convened by the President of the United States, President Wils 
should be substituted for procedure by information in Revenue cases akes known by the following telecram the date and piace of the 
The recent Royal Commission on the Income Tax has also dealt with makes known by the following telegram the Gute and place of ‘ 
the matter meeting B 
Sh rif Fes Ae a rs ee At the reqtest of the Council of the League of Nations that I 
n : : = 1 gr Pang ; Pog. ave , summon a meeting of the Assembly of the League of Nations, | 
the Council took into their consideration the question of the adequacy have the honour, in accordance with the provisions of Article 5 of 


sheriffs’ fees. The question 
raised with regard to the fee of 5s. per day paid to the 
heriff'sofficer for keeping possession. It appeared to the Council that 
obviously this fee indeed, the Council have no difficulty 
in believing that under-sheriffs find it practically impossible to secure 
men tu do this work for the payment referred to. It seemed, however, 
to the Council, that the entire list of fees merited reconsideration, and 
they intimated to the Lord Chancellor their opinion that there should be 
an adequate increase of the possession fee, and that all the other fees 
in the list should be increased by 334 per cent., with the exception of 
the fees for poundage and auctioneers 


National Health Ineaurance Pill Unemployment Insurance Bill 
Each of these Bills contain a clause empowering the Ministers concerned 
to authorize inspectors and other agents to conduct proceedings under 
the Acts, although they may not be barristers or solicitors 

With regard to these clauses, the Council were faced with the diffi 
culty that a similar clause is to be found in the Factory and Workshops 
Act, 1901 They, however, objection to the clauses, 
and they attended upon the Minister of Labour by deputation, and 
pointed out to him their dangers from the public point of view. The 
Minister promised to give the representations made to him sympathetic 
consideration. The Solicitor-General promised also careful considera 
tion of the matter 


or otherwise in present circumstances of 


was originally 


is inadequate 


ommission 


expressed strong 


As a result of the Council's intervention, in which they were assisted 
by the Bar Council, and particularly by Sir J. G. Butcher, K.C., M.P., 
the Min.ster an undertaking in the House of Commons 
that the power given will be exercised only in small and trifling cases 
which the legal advisers of the Ministry may consider suitable for beng 
dealt with in the way indicated 


oncerned g ave 


Country-Solicitors’ Attendances at Trials in London.—The Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, having urged that there should be an amend- 
ment of ord. 6d, r. 27, regulation 29, so as to confer upon taxing 


» masters a discretion to allow country solicitors’ costs on attendance at 























the Covenant of the League of Nations, to summon the Assembly 
of the League to convene in the-City of Geneva, the seat of t 
League, on the fifteenth day of November, 1920, at eleven o’clo 


All States members of the League have been invited to notify the 
Secretary-General of any questions which they wish to have include 
in the order of the day for the Assembly, which, according to the terms 
of the-Covenant, may deal with any matter within the sphere of actio 
of the League or affecting the peace of the world 








Legal News. 


Appointment, 


Mr. Joun Grant Greson, at present Official Receiver for the Bank- 
ruptcy Districts of the County Courts holden at Manchester, Ashto 
under-Lyne and Stalybridge, Salford, Bolton and Stockport, has been 
ap pointed to be also Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy Districts of 
the County Courts holden at Oldham and Rochdale, as from 2nd August. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


ARCHIBALD NEILL, ReGInaLp Stevens Lorp, Epwin Kennepy Hinton 
and Hersert Stantey Homes, solicitors (Sale & Co.), 29, Booth-street 
Manchester. June 30. So far as regards the said Reginald Stevens 
Lord, who has retired from the firm; the said Archibald Neill, Edwin 
Kennedy Hilton and Herbert Stanley Ho!mes are carrying on the said 
business under the same name and at the same address. 

(Gazette, July 23. 
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Business Changes. 


His Majesty's Government, having released Clement’s-inn, 
requisitioned for war purposes, Messrs. Suearp, Breacn, Wace, & 
Roper, solicitors, of Cromwell House, 6, 8 and 9, Surrey-street, Strand, 
W.C. 2, turning to their old offices, and their address after Mon 
day, the is therefore 2, Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, W.C 


which was 


are re 
26tt 


inst 


Information Required. 


ROBERT NORTON, Deceased.—Will or Assets.—Information 
late Robert Norton, of 59, Mark 


oncerning any will or assets of the 
lane, E.C., is requested by Mr. Walter Cook, of 59, Gracechurch-street 
E.C.. solicitor for administratrix 

TO SOLICITORS.—Re Carter.—Will any solicitor who has any 
knowledge of a will (subsequent in date to October, 1913) of Mrs 
Clemence Anne Albertine Louise Marie Carter, who was commonly 
known as Albertine Clemence Carter, and was the wife of Malcolm 
Carter, of 224, Walm-lane, Cricklewood, barrister-at-law, please com- 
municate with Messrs. Park, Nelson, & Co., Solicitors, 11, Essex- 
street, Strand, London. 





General. 

Hammonds, of Exeter Buildings, Redland, Bristo! 
Lord of the Manor of Berrow, Somerset, formerly a 
ricketer and racquets player, left estate of value 


Mr. Peregine 
retired solicit 
well-know! 
£16,809 

At Hampstead 
£5 on each I 
ceived by 
said that the 


gross 





on Wednesday Gera'd Alvar was fined 
four-summonses for making 
respect of two tenement 


returns sent to the Valuation Committee 


of Hampstead, 
false returns of rents re 
houses The Town Clerk 
by the defendant 


him in 


made the rents appear to be nearly 50 per cent. less than what was 
actually received. The defendant said that in filling up the forms he 
had deducted rates and taxes, as he did not consider those formed 


part of the rent 

The Yimes correspondent at Paris, in a message 
says :—Married women’s rights are coming up for 
The French Civil Code lays down that the 


dated 22nd July, 
serious discussion 


in France. husband must 


be obeyed, but a Bill has been plac ed before the Senate by M. Louis 
Martin to modify this. He moves the suppression of the article of the 
French Code, which reads :—‘‘ The husband owes protection; the wife 


owes obedience to the husband.” The time has arrived, he thinks, for 
the husband to be but a constitutional monarch. There will be many 
who will oppose the opening of this door to what has often been called 

domestic Bolshevism,’’ for already if the husband abuses his power 
the wife has effective legal remedies 





Sir Charles Willie Mathews, Bt., K.C.B., of Sloane-street, S.W 
and of the Treasury, Whitehall, Director’ of Public Prosecutions since 
1908, who died on 6th June !ast, aged seventy, left estate of the gross | 


his will 
Lucy 
friend ”’ | 
testator 


value of £23,848, Probate of 
dated 3lst October 


Mathews, of the 


with net personalty £23,535. 
last, has granted to his widow, Dame 
same address, and ‘‘ my faithful clerk and 
Moorman, of Richmond-terrace, Whitehall, 8S.W. The 
left all his property to his wife, but directed that if he should die in 
within fifty: miles thereof, his remains shou'd be cremated 
at Golders Green, and the ashes buried in the grave purchased by him 
at Putney Vale Cemetery, but if he should die elsewhere his remains 
should be buried in the nearest churchyard 


At the 
Randle, 


been 
(reorge 


London or 


Lambeth County Court, 
of Millett-road, 


on Tuesday, says the 7'imes, 


traveller, srixton, asked Judge Parry to fix 


| 
“to fs | 


the standard rent of four rooms he occupied. Mrs. Randle stated that 





she took the rooms on llth November at £1 5s. a week She had since 
learned that the previous tenant paid only £1 a week. The rent of 
the house was £40 a year The landlady, Mrs. Richards, said the 
plaintiff only took the ‘rooms temporarily, and was glad to have them 
it 25x. a week. Judge Parry : Even at £1 a week she is paying more 
than the rent of the whole house. Mrs. Richards added that she ex 


pected the rent would shortly be raised to £52 a year. She had also to 
Judge Parry fixed the standard rent at £1 a week, 


pay rates and taxes 
and ordered the landlady to repay £6 10s. excess rent charge 

In the House of Commons, on Monday, Mr. Bridgeman, Parlia 
mentary Secretary to the Board of Trade, in rep!y to Mr, Kenyon, 
stated that 30th June last convictions had been obtained and fines 
imposed in 128 proses utions under the P rofiteering Acts The follow. 
ing ere the particulars of the fines imposed In three cases, fines of 
£100 n sever ses, fires f £50: in ne case, a fine of 25 guineas; 
n twelve cases, fines of £25; in one case, a fine of £22; in seven eases, 
fines of £20: in one case, a fine of £2 18 in five cases, fines of £15: 
in one case + ine f £12: in fifteen uses. fines of £10; in one case, a 
fine of £8: in three cases, fines of £7: in thirty five cases, fines of £5: 
in three cases, fines of £4 in five cases, fines of £3 in one case. a 
fine of £2 10s.: in thirteen cases, fines of £2; in twelve cases, fines of 
£1 ind in two cases, fines of 10s In no we had entence of im- 
prisonment been imposed 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANTES 


LimMitTep ~ CHANCERY 
London Gazette FRipay Tu z 
DersysH Pee Ho I st Co Tl Ix Votunrany Li@uipation reditors 
are requir on or befor Aug. DO. ¢ end in their imes am! addresses, and 
- re of their debts or to Messer Hart & Cooper-Parry, @, Ward 
” Der tors 
Vau Rise Mir I Ix Votunra L1QUIpaTION Creditors ere required, on 
fore Aug. 31 nd their naw nl addresse nd the particulars of their 
cin ‘ James Welburn. 36, Battershy-st Roc hd lator 
{ Rixe M Tl Ix Votrntany LiqgvipatTron (Creditors are required, on 
r ‘ 1 to send their r und add und the particulars of 
+} ‘ , . to Jame Wet t 4. Batters! «t tochdal liquidator 
( or Miu | I~ Votrntany Ligvipariox Creditore ar t ired, on or 
4 end their name nd address and the part lars of their 
} Lor tt “> Kin ron. Rochda liquidator 
( { Rocn Lat I VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION Creditors T 
1 r efor \u . 4 send their names and addresses, and the 
t th leht r clair » Frank Sunderland Robert Daisy Bank 
I } } tor 
Srate Mr In Votrwrary Liermpatriox Creditors ar required, on of 
f Au i hf t r nar and addresses, and the part lare of their 
} ‘ to R t | srd Milne, 35, New Barn-la., Tk in) iquidator 
} 0 1 l Vo TA LIQUIDATION Creditors ar req ed, on or 
f \ 1. ¢ ' t t s and ki ress and the part lare of their 
to James Turner Cros ‘8 Bruce-st., Rochdale juidator 
STRA H I rare Lrp.—Creditors are required! n or befor 
bt 14 ' ames and llr and ti part | f their debts 
I Scot Union and Smiths Bank Chambere, Silver-st 
H , ¢ 
Borers Hors ri orca, Lrp.— tor r ‘ red, n r befe 
\ i ¢ m t r es an ddresses, and full rt ure of their 
! t \ Er Turbervil ! Queen-st juidator 
Suira, Gor & Co ( red n or before Au 23, to send 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders shofild have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-gafden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works a art, bric-A-brac, a 
speciality.—{Apvrt. ] 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





SPECIALISTS 
Suitable Clauses 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








———E 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


for Insertion in Leases 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 


and Mortgages of 
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particulars of their debts or claims, to 

King William-st., liquidator. 

WHoLesaLe Meat Scrrty Association, Lrp 

t nd their names and addresses 
i) + 


their names and addresses, and the 

William Ernest Smit and 2 
L.tvernroot District any Norra Wates 
Creditors are rec red r before Aug 10 
and the part heir debt to R. P. Jowett, 10, Cook-s 
iver 


Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Faipar, July 


Sydney 
Fred P 
Lancaal 
Roedean 

and Bu 
Row 


Bankruptcy Notices, "so" 
l i l 


Gazette Trespay. J ; FUNtay ( B 
Yor d 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Harsornp. ( 
Chalf t-st I pper Baker-s gh «+ Tul ~ at 12 
Pet. March Ll. Ord. July 8 eo n 
Surmisr, Witttam, Stockport, Boot Factor 
Pest July 9 Ord July 9 
So.zeere loserm Music Hal Artiste, and Maroanrer —— 
SOLZBERG Upper 
High Court. Pet. June 15. Ord. July 
st Pont id 
NATHANIEL Elsham-rd ‘ prid 
‘ralucer. High Court 


Hawkins, Joun 
Dairyman 
Exeter 


Howarp Erwrst 


Roasert 
Joxrs ARTArR 
Bank Clerk July 
Carey -st 
Pearson 
July 21 at 3. Of 
PIckERING 
' 2 nkruptes 
Wetwsretx, Asmam, Marg st 12. Bankrupt 
Maker High Court Solzaere 
q ri G Upper 
Ziseet, | Oxford-st oreig Rookee ler ‘ SOLZBER Py 
( rt. Pet. June 1 rd. July & July @ at 12 
Srevens 
IRETINGS Draper July @ 
Leicester 
ALLAN Brack 
STEWART 


” 6 : ,; Offices, Fron st 12. Off. Rew 


FIRST 


ASHCROFT 
OF. Re 
CLAPHAM 1 
Deal ’ t f t oe 
tas : * Towns, Hewry 
Bankrupt 
. Weixsrers, Apraw 
ictuall y 3 " . 
‘ 23 at 11 bank 


TaAYLor 


bhdgs Car 


w 


FRAN 
31 at li 
Grimeby 


OSWALD 


Richmor 
Westminster 
Vierok ALEX 
Bankruptey-bkige., Carey-st 


t. the Hon 


Georer 
July 21 at 3. Off 
Gloucester-p! Reg: Trealaw 

11.30. St. Catherine’echmbrs 


Stpyer, Brook-rd 


FRANK New 
Rec., Byrom -«t 
Chalfont-st 
bldgs., Carey-st 
Josrru, Mus 
Gloucester: 

Bankruptcy Dides 
Riewarp Trier 
at 3. OF Yew 1 


isa. Wvke 
High-st Coventry 


(HAaRLES [art 


Roserrt NAraanter 
Theatrical Produce 


DICATIONS 


Josern, Hammersm 
i 9 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day OF CLAM 
July 3 


Oct. 12 Newton 


Londen Gazette.—FRtpar 
ip Georee Francis, Sussex-mans 
re Harry Willis, 59, Chancery-lane 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 


London Gazette Tvespar, July 20 


Last Day or CLAIM 
Maker Aug 


Roors, Georce Hexrr, Bolton, Musical Instrument 
rother. Bolton 


Chardst <, Devon, Farmer. Aug. 1. W 


ISELI JAMES 
\xmineter 
RIcHARD 


Hexry, Mountnessing, Essex, Farmer 


rd 


1RESON 
Chelms 
Etten, Bolton Aug. 27. Harold FPairbrother, Bolto 
ARTHUR FARQUHARSON ull, Feather Curler Aug. 28 
& Locking, Hull 
Wittiam Francis, Birmingham Aug. 14 
Caeistoraer, Jarrow Durham Aug 16 
ds 


Burton & Clark, B 
Hannay & H 


)ORBS 
GILLART 
Goven, Owey, Jcy., Northwich 


rt 


Farmer. Aug. 24. Robert Davies & 
David Garsed, Ells 


Stainland, Yorks. Aug. 27. 
Sanders, Locker 


GRISWOLD, SARAH ANN 
Birmingham Aug. 21 


ee, Witttam, Eardington 
Birmingham 
ewrnwaite, Witt1AM, Millom 
rence, Millom, Cumberland 
Ivinestone, Jane Mary, Sydenham Aug. 3l 
st., Regent-et 
Mears, Marianne, Hove. Sept }. B 
Moreax, Witttam, Gorseinon ys 
Morris, Rev. Josern, Brighton. Aug. 3 
mouth 
Dovetsas Scott, Woklinghem, Surrey Aug. 26 
Ely-pl 
*reRREPONT) THOM\1S, Liscard, Ohester. Aug. 20. J. F 
togers,” Ninnigs Wapsworrs, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
fartlett, 44, Bedford-row 
ANCKE, OaTHARINE Mary 
Hardcastle, 11, .Copthall.ct 
‘RNER, Epwin Tiievry, Brighton Sept. 1 Henry Cave 
VERSHAM, Hennnr, Arbuthnot-rd.. New Cross Aug. 25 
& Co., 2, Laurence Pountney-hill 
Witiram Massty, Gresford, Denbigh 
verpool 


Cumberland, Accountant. Aug. 23. W 


Albert M. Worrell, 2 
Laurence & Co., 19, Lincoln's Ini 
D. Harries Bowen, Gorseinon 
Andrews, Barrett & Wilkins 


NIven James & Jan 
tead & Brown, Man 
S.A Aug. 31 


Bexhil n Sea Aug. WD. 


Brighton 
May, Sykes 


HOMAS Estate Agent Aug. 31 
‘ ¢< 
RWAITT 
Hay, 9, Linmeoln’s Inn-fields 
Varp, James Foster, Handsworth, mingham, Manufacturer Aug. 10 Fx 
Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 
Varrtvotoyx, James, Altrincham 
Watts, Ricnarp, Bromham, Wilts 
Watson, Mary, South Shore, Blackpool 
Weserr, James, Weetbourne, Bournemouth \uy 
Finsbury-sq 
Wotssier, Loviss, Dowager Viscountess, Hampton Court 
Aug. 18 Halsey, Lightly & Hemsley, 38, St. James’s-pl 
VYorpswortn, Jonn Fisuer, Ambleside, Westmorland. Aug. 31 


Crooks & Cr Liverpo 


Lovisa Harner, Sevenoaks, Kent. Aug. 27. Robins, Hay, Wat 


Chester. Aug. 21. Arthur Payne, Manchester 
Aug. 20. Norri ” Devizes, Wilts, 

Aug 3 rill J. Read, Blackpox 

Avery, Son & Fairbair 18, 


Palace Middlesex. 


A le yp, Stevens, 





Tuomas Henry, South 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Pet 


Shields Gen 


CLAPHAM aed 
July 7. Om, 


Dealer 
July 9 
Bridge-rd Crange, Major Epwarp Exvest, Savoy Hotel, Strand. 
High Court. Pet. May 15. Ord. July 9 
Comes, Sead Joux, Devonport Plymouth Pet. 
Spril ®. Ord. July 8. 
Genmay, James Henry, Burnley, 
Burnley. Pet. July 8. Ord 
oo | Grrrorp, Cartes Rosert, Bushey, 
; Pet. May 19. Ord. July 10 
Geant, Harry Coox, Beaufort, Mon., 
Tredegar. Pet. July 8. Ord. July 8 
Hanats, Arraor Lions, Rocmrec, Chiswick, Commer 
cial Traveller. High Court. Pet. June I rd. 
July 8 
HAWKINS 
Thatcher 


Howarp, ERntst 
pridd. Pet. July 8 


S 


CUNNINGHAM 
Fried Fish Denier, 
July &. 


Herte. Barnet. 


Devonshire 


Bedford 


Pyne 


Rec., 9 


Upton 


Grocer. July 
St. Catherine 


Glam 
Ston< M 
Stoke Newington 
at Ll. Bankruptcy-didgs 
Nurseryman 
Manchester 


Mille Derby 
Devonshire, 


Jou~s Groner, Upton Payne 
lal 


Exeter. Pet. July 6. Ord. July 
Trealaw. Glam.,. 
Ord. July 8 


Upper Baker-st Julw 21 
ami MARGARET? Grocer Ponty. 

Regent's Park 
Carey-st 


Hall Artist 


\nravr Srpwer, Stoke Newington. Bank Clerk 
Pet. June 7. Ord. July 9 

Hill, Jeweller. High Court. 
July . 

High Court. Pet. 13. 


Jones 

High Court 
Mewierr, M.. Stamford 

Pet. Feb. 23. Ord 

Warwick. July If 

“he 19 | Score, A. E., Hampstead 
Ord. July 8 
Atrrep, Wellingborough. Leather Merchant, 
Northampton. Pet. July 9. Ord. July 9 
Regent's Park, Baker. Hig rt. 
Ord. July 8 


and Amy Stevens, Leicester, 
Berridge-st 


Elshem.- rd Kensington 


Bankruptey Vickers, 


July 21 at 1 
Wart, Groner 
Pet. May 17 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDERS RESCINDED 

Hewrr, Monton, Lanes Grocer ord. 
and Receiving Order Sept. 13, 1998 al. 
and Dis. June 23, 1920 

James, Rhy! Flint 
Bangor. Adjud. and Ord 
Ord. July 9 and Reec. July 5, 1920 


CLATTON, 


Adjud 


Restaurant K 


Forrest 
March 3%, 1908. A 








